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CHAPTER VIII. 

FIDELITY OF THE GOSPEL HISTORY CONTINUED. 

MATTHEW. 

In pursuing our inquiry as to the degree of reliance 
to be placed on Matthew's narrative, we now come to 
the consideration of those passages in which there is 
reason to believe that the conversations and discourses 
of Christ have been incorrectly reported ; and that 
words have been attributed to him which he did not 
utter, or at least did not utter in the form and context 
in which they have been transmitted to us. That 
this should be so, is no more than we ought to expect 
d priori ; for, of all things, discourses and remarks 
are the most likely to be imperfectly heard, inaccu- 
rately reported, and materially altered and corrupted 
in the course of transmission from mouth to mouth. 
Indeed, as we do not know, and have no reason to be- 
lieve, that the discourses of Christ were written down 
XL A 
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by those who heard them immediately after their 
delivery, or indeed much before they reached the 
hands of the evangelists, nothing less than a miracle 
perpetually renewed for many years could have pre- 
served these tr^itions perfectly pure and genuine. In 
admitting the belief, therefore, that they are in several 
points imperfect and inaccurate, we are throwing no 
discredit upon the sincerity or capacity, either of the 
evangelists or their informants, or the original reporters 
of the sayings of Christ ; — ^we are simply acquiescing 
in the alleged operation of natural causes.^ In some 
cases, it is true, we shall find reason to believe that 
the published discourses of Christ have been inten- 
tionally altered and artificially elaborated by some of 
the parties through whose hands they passed ; but in 
those days when the very idea of historical criticism 
was yet unborn, this might have been done without 
any unfairness of purpose. We know that at that 
period, historians of far loftier pretensions and more 
scientific character, writing in countries of far greater 



^ This seems to be admitted even by orthodox writers. Thus 
Mr Trench says : — " The most earnest oral tradition will in a little 
while lose its distinctness, undergo essential though insensible 
modifications. Apart from all desire to vitiate the committed 
word, yet, little by little, the subjective condition of those to 
whom it is entrusted, through whom it passes, will infallibly make 
itself felt ; and in such treacherous keeping is all which remains 
merely in the memories of men, after a very little wMk^ rival schools 
of disciples will begin to contend not merely how their Master's 
words were to be accepted, but what those very words were^ — 
Trenches Hulssean Lectures, p. 15. 
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literary advancement, seldom scrupled to fill up and 
round off the harangues of their orators and states- 
men with whatever they thought appropriate for them 
to have said — nay, even to elaborate for them long 
orations out of the most meagre hearsay fragments.^ 

A general view of Matthew, and still more a com- 
parison of his narrative with that of the other three 
gospels, brings into clear light his entire indifference 
to chronological or contextual arrangement in his 
record of the discourses of Christ. Thus in ch. v., vi., 
vii., we have crowded into one sermon the teachings 
and aphorisms which in the other evangelists are 
spread over the whole of Christ's ministry. In ch. 
xiii. we find collected together no less than six parables 
of similitudes for the kingdom of heaven. In ch. x. 
Matthew compresses into one occasion (the sending of 
the twelve, where many of them are strikingly out of 
place) a variety of instructions and reflections which 
must have belonged to a subsequent part of the career 
of Jesus, where indeed they are placed by the othei* 
evangelists. In ch. xxiv., in the same manner, all the 

1 This in fact was the custom of antiquity — the rule, not the ex- 
ception : — See Thucydides, Livy, Sallnst, Sic, passim. We find also 
(see Acts t. 84-89), that Luke himself did not scruple to adopt 
this common practice, for he gives us a verbatim speech of Gama-^ 
liel delivered in the Sanhedrim, after the apostles had been ex- 
pressly excluded, and which therefore he could have known only 
by hearsay report. Moreover, it is certain that this speech must 
have ho&a. Luke^s, and not Gamaliel's, since it represents Gamaliel 
in the year a.d. 84 or 35, as speaking in the past tense of an 
agitator, Theudas, who did not appear, as we learn from Josephus, 
till after the year a.d. 44. 
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prophecies relating to the destruction of Jerusalem 
and the end of the world are grouped together ; while, 
in many instances, remarks of Jesus are introduced in 
the midst of others with which they have no connection, 
and where they are obviously out of place; as xi. 28-30, 
and xiiL 12, which evidently belongs to xxv. 29. 

In c. xi. 12 is the following expression: "And 
frcym the days of John the Baptist untU now, the 
kingdom of Heaven suflfereth violence, and the violent 
take it by storm." Now, though the meaning of the 
passage is difficult to ascertain with precision, yet the 
expression " from the days of John the Baptist until 
now," clearly implies that the speaker lived at a con- 
siderable distance of time from John; and though 
appropriate enough in a man who wrote in the year 
A.D. 65, or 30 years after John, could not have been 
used by one who spoke in the year A.D. 30 or 33, 
while John was yet alive. This passage, therefore, 
must be regarded as coming from Matthew, not from 
Jesus. 

In c. xvl 9, 10, is another remark which we may 
say with perfect certainty was put unwarrantably into 
the mouth of Christ either by the evangelist, or the 
source from which he copied. We have already seen 
that there could not have been more than one 
miraculous feeding of the multitude ; yet Jesus is 
here made to refer to two. The simple and obvious 
explanation at once forces itself upon our minds, that 
the evangelist, or his authority, having, in his 
uncritical and confused conceptions, related two feed* 
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ings, and finding among his materials a discourse of 
Jesus having reference to a miraculous occurrence of 
that nature, perceived the inconsistency of narrating 
two such events, and yet making Jesus refer to only 
one, and therefore added verse 1 0, by way of correct- 
ing the incongruity. The same remark will apply to 
Mark also. 

The passage at c. xvi. 18, 19, bears obvious marks 
of being either an addition to the words of Christ, or 
a corruption of them. "He saith unto them. But 
whom say ye that I am ? And Simon Peter answered 
and said, Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living 
God. And Jesus answered and said unto him, Blessed 
art thou, Simon Bar-jona : for flesh and blood hath 
not revealed it unto thee, but my father which is in 
Heaven. And I say also unto thee. That thou art 
Peter, and upon this rock I will build my Church ; 
and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it. And 
I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of 
Heaven; and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth 
shall be bound in heaven ; and whatsoever thou shalt 
loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven.". 

The confession by Simon Peter of his belief in the 
Messiahship of Jesus is given by all the four evan- 
gelists, and there is no reason to question the accuracy 
of this part of the narrative. Mark and John, as well 
as Matthew, relate that Jesus bestowed on Simon the 
surname of Peter, and this part, therefore, may also 
be admitted. The remainder of the narrative cor- 
responds almost exactly with the equivalent passages 
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in the other evangelists; but the 18th verse has no 
parallel in any of them. Moreover, the word ** Church" 
betrays its later origin. The word ixxXritfia was used 
by the disciples to signify those assemblies and 
organizations into which they formed themselves after 
the death of Jesus, and is met with frequently in the 
epistles, but nowhere in the gospels, except in the 
passage under consideration, and one other, which is 
equally, or even more, contestable^ It was in use 
when the gospel was written, but not when the dis- 
course of Jesus was delivered. It must be taken as 
belojiging, therefore, to Matthew, not to Jesus. 

The following verse, conferring spiritual authority, 
or, as it is commonly called, " the power of the keys/' 
upon Peter, is repeated by Matthew in connection with 
another discourse (in c. xviii. 18); and a similar 
passage is found in John fc. xx. 23), who, however, 
places the promise after the resurrection, and repre- 
sents it as made to the apostles generally, subsequent 
to the descent of the Holy Spirit. But there are con- 
siderations which effectually forbid our receiving this 
promise, at least as given by Matthew, as having 
really emanated from Christ In the first place, in 
both passages it occurs in connection with the sus- 
picious word " Church," and indicates an ecclesiastical 
as opposed to a Christian origin. Secondly, Mark^ 

1 C. xviii. 17. " If he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the 
Church ; but if he neglect to hear the Church, let him be unto 
thee as a heathen man and a publican." The whole passage, with 
its context, betokens an ecclesiastical, not a Christian spirit. 
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who narrates the previous conversation, omits this 
promise so honourable and distinguishing to Peter, 
which it is impossible for those who consider him as 
Peter's mouthpiece, or amanuensis, to believe he would 
have done, had any such promise been actually made.^ 
Luke, the companion and intimate of Paul and 
other apostles, equally omits all mention of this singu- 
lar conversation. Thirdly, not only do we know Peter's 
utter unfitness to be the depositary of such a fearful 
power, from his impetuosity and instability of character, 
and Christ's thorough perception of this unfitness, but 
we find that immediately after it is said to have been 
conferred upon him, his Lord addresses him indignantly 
by the epithet of Satan, and rebukes him for his pre- 
sumption and unspirituality ; and shortly afterwards 
this very man thrice denied his master. Can any one 
maintain it to be conceivable that Jesus should have 
conferred the awful power of deciding the salvation or 
damnation of his fellowmen upon one so frail, so 
faulty, and so fallible ? Does any one believe that he 
did? We cannot, therefore, regard the 19th verse 
otherwise than as an unwarranted addition to the 
words of Jesus, and painfully indicative of the grow- 
ing pretensions of the Church at the time the gospel 
was compiled. 

In xxiii. 35, we have the following passage purport- 
ing to be uttered by Jesus in the course of his 
denunciations against the Scribes and Pharisees : 

^ See Thirlwall, cvii., Introd. to Schleiermacher. 
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"That upon you may come all the righteous blood 
shed upon the earth, from the blood of righteous Abel, 
unto the blood of Zacharias, son of Barachias, whom 
ye slew between the temple and the altar." Now, 
two Zachariases are recorded in history as having been 
thus slain : Zacharias, son of Jehoiada, 850 years before 
Christ (2 Chron. xxiv. 20), and Zacharias, son of 
Baruch, 35 years after Christ (Joseph. Bell. Jud. iv. 
4).^ But when we reflect that Jesus could scarcely 
have intended to refdr to a murder committed 850 
years before his time as terminating the long series of 
Jewish crimes; and moreover, that at the period the 
evangelist wrote, the assassination of the son of Baruch 
was a recent event, and one likely to have made a 
deep impression, and that the circumstances of the 
murder (between the Temple and the Altar) apply 
much more closely to the second than to the first 
Zacharias, we cannot hesitate to admit the conclusion 
of Hug, Eichhom, and other critics,^ that the Zacharias 
mentioned by Josephus was the one intended by 
Matthew. Hug says — 

"There cannot be a doubt, if we attend to the 
name, the fact and its circumstances, and the object 
of Jesus in citing it, that it was the same Za^xa^iag 

It is true that there was a third Zacharias, the Prophet, also 
son of a Barachias, who lived about 500 years before Christ ; but 
this man could not have been the one intended by Matthew, for 
no record exists, or appears to have existed, of the manner of his 
death, and in his time the Temple was in ruins. — See Hennell, p. 
81, note. 
* Hug, p. 314. Thirlwall, p. xcix., note. 
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Ba|ou;^ou, who, according to Josephus, a short time 
before the destruction of Jerusalem, was unjustly slain 
in the temple. The name is the same, the murder, 
and the remarkable circumstances which distinguished 
it, conespond, as well as the character of the man. 
Moreover, when Jesus says that all the innocent blood 
which had been shed, from Abel to Zacharias, should 
be avenged upon 'this generation,' the a-a-i and iu; 
denote the beginning and the end of a period. This 
period ends with Zacharias; he was to be the last 
before the vengeance should be executed. .The 
threatened vengeance, however, was the ruin of Jeru- 
salem, which immediately followed his death. Must 
it not, then, have been the same Zacharias whose 
death is distinguished in history, among so many 
nflirdered, as the only righteous man between Ananias 
and the destruction of the Holy City ? The Zacharias 
mentioned in the Chronicles is not the one here 
intended. He was a son of Jehoiada, and was put to 
death, not between the temple and the altar, or ev /tgff^ 
T(p yaw, but in the court ; nor was he the last of those 
unjustly slain, or one with whom an epoch in the 
Jewish annals terminates." 

Here, then, we have an anachronism strikingly 
illustrative of that confusion of mind which charac- 
terises this evangelist, and which betrays at the same 
time that an unwarrantable liberty has been taken by 
some one with the language of Jesus. He is here 
represented as speaking in the past tense of an event 
which did not occur till 35 years after his death, and 
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which, consequently, though fresh and present to the 
mind of the writer, could not have been in the mind 
of the speaker, unless prophetically ; in which case it 
would have been expressed in the future, not in the 
past tense^; and would, moreover, have been wholly 
unintelligible to his hearers. If, therefore, as there 
seems no reason to doubt, the evangelist intended to 
specify the Zacharias mentioned by Josephus, he was 
guilty of putting into the mouth of Jesus words which 
Jesus never uttered. 

In ch. xxviii. 19, is another passage which we may 
say with almost certainty never came from the mouth 
of Christ : " Go ye therefore and teach all nations, 
baptising them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost.'* That this definite form 
of baptism proceeded from Jesus, is opposed by the 
fact that such an allocation of the Father, Son, and 
Spirit, does not elsewhere appear, except as a form of 
salutation in the epistles; while as a definite form of 
baptism it is nowhere met with throughout the New 
Testament. Moreover, it was not the form used, and 
could scarcely therefore have been the form com- 
mxtnded ; for in the apostolic epistles, and even in the 
Acts, the form always is " baptizing into Christ Jesus," 



» ** Hiig imagines/' says Bishop Thirlwall, loc cit., that Christ 
predicted the death of this Zacharias, son of Barachias, but that 
St Matthew, who saw the prediction accomplished, expressed his 
knowledge of the fact by using the past tense.'* But should this 
then liave been the aorist i4>ov€^aT€*i 
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or, "into the name of the Lord Jesus ;"^ while the 
threefold, reference to God, Jesus, and the Holy Ghost, 
is only found in ecclesiastical writers, as Justin. 
Indeed, the formula in Matthew sounds so exactly as 
if it had been borrowed from the ecclesiastical ritual, 
that it is difficult to avoid the supposition that it was 
transferred thence into the mouth of Jesus. Many 
critics, in consequence, regard it as a subsequent 
interpolation. 

There are two other classes of discourses attributed 
to Jesus both in this and in the other gospels, over 
the character of which much obscurity hangs — those 
in which he is said to have foretold his own death and 
resurrection ; and those in which he is represented as 
speaking of his second advent. The instances of the 
first are in Matthew five in number, in Mark four, in 
Luke /our, and in John three? 

Now we win at once concede that it is extremely 
probable that Christ might easily have foreseen that a 
career and conduct like his could, in such a time and 
country, terminate only in a violent and cruel death ; 
and that indications of such an impending fate 
thickened fast around him as his ministry drew nearer 
to a close. It is even possible, though in the highest 



1 Rom. vi. 3. Gal. iii. 27. Acts ii. 38 ; viii. 16 ; x. 48 ; xix. 5. 

« Matth. xii. 40 ; xvi. 21 ; xvii. 9, 22, 28 ; xx. 17-19 ; xxvi. 3. 
Mark viii. 31 ; ix. 10, 81 ; x. 33 ; xiv. 28. Luke ix. 22, 44 ; xviii. 
32, 33 ; xxii. 16. John ii. 20-22 ; iil 14 ; xii. 32, 83 ; all very 
questionable. 
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degree unlikely,^ that his study of the prophets might 
have led him to the conclusion that the • expected 
Messiah, whose functions he believed himself sent to 
fulfil, was to be a suffering and dying Prince. We 
will not even dispute that he might have been so 
amply endowed with the spirit of prophecy as distinctly 
to foresee his approaching crucifixion and resurrection. 
But we find in the evangelists themselves insuperable 
difficulties in the way of admitting the belief that he 
actually did predict these events, in the language, or 
with anything of the precision, which is there ascribed 
to him. 

In the fourth gospel, these predictions are three in 
number,* and in all the language is doubtful, mysteri- 
ous, and obscure, and the interpretation commonly put 
upon them is not that suggested by the words them- 
selves, nor that which suggested itself to those who 
heard them ; but is one affixed to them by the evan- 
gelist after the event supposed to be referred to ; it is 
an interpretatio ex eventu} In the three synoptical 



^ It was in the highest degree unlikely, because this was neither 
the interpretation put upon the prophecies among the Jews of that 
time, nor their natural signification, but it was an interpretation 
of the disciples ex eventu, 

* We pass over those touching intimations of approaching sepa- 
ration contained in the parting discourses of Jesus during and 
immediately preceding the last supper, as there can be little 
doubt that at that time his fate was so imminent as to have become 
evident to any acute observer, without the supposition of super- 
natural information. 

^ In the case of the first of these predictions — " Destroy this 
temple, and in three days I will raise it up," — we can scarcely 
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gospels, however, the predictions are numerous, pre- 
cise, and conveyed in language which it was impossible 
to mistaka Thus (in Matt xx. 18, 19, and parallel 
passages), " Behold we go up to Jerusalem, and the 
Son of Man shall be betrayed unto the chief priests, 
and unto the Scribes, and they shall condemn him to 
death, and shall deliver him to the Gentiles to mock, 
and to scourge, and to crucify him : and the third day 
he shall rise again." Language such as this, definite, 
positive, explicit, and circumstantial, if really uttered, 
could not have been misunderstood, but must have 
made a deep and ineradicable impression on all who 
heard it, especially when repeated, as it is stated to 
have been, on several distinct occasions. Yet we find 
ample proof that 7io such impression was made ; — 
that the disciples had no conception of their Lord's 
approaching death — still less of his resurrection ; — 
and that so far from their expecting either of these 
events, both, when they occurred, took them entirely 
by surprise ; — ^they were utterly confounded by the 
one, and could not believe the other. 

admit that the words were used by Jesus (if uttered by him at 
all) in the sense ascribed to them by John ; since the words were 
spoken in the temple^ and in answer to the demand for a sign, and 
could therefore only have conveyed, and have been intended to 
convey, the meaning which we know they actually did convey to 
the inquiring Jews. In the two other cases (or three, if we 
reckon viii. 28 as one), the language of Jesus is too indefinite for 
us to know what meaning he intended it to convey. The expres- 
Bion *^ to be lifted up," is thrice used, and may mean exaltation, 
glorification (its natural signification), or, artificially and figura- 
tiyely, might be intended to refer to his crucifixion. 
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We find them shortly after (nay, in one instance 
instantly after) these predictions were uttered, disput- 
ing which among them should be greatest in their 
coming dominion (Matt. xx. 24 ; Mark ix. 35 ; Luke 
xxil 25); — glorying in the idfea of thrones, and 
asking for seats on his right hand and on his left, in 
his Messianic kingdom (Matt. xix. 28, xx. 21 ; Mark 
X. 37 ; Luke xxii. 30) ; which, when he approached 
Jerusalem, they thought "would immediately appear" 
(Luke xix. 11, xxiv. 21). When Jesus was arrested 
in the garden of Gethsemane, they first attempted 
resistance, and then " forsook him and fled ; " and so 
completely were they scattered, that it was left for 
one of the Sanhedrim, Joseph of Arimathea, to pro- 
vide even for his decent burial ; — ^while the women 
who " watched afar off,** and were still faithful to his 
memory, brought spices to embalm the body — ^a sure 
sign, were any needed, that the idea of his resurrec- 
tion had never entered into their minds. Further, 
when the women reported his resurrection to the dis- 
ciples, " their words seemed to them as idle tales, and 
they believed them not" (Luke xxiv. 11). The con- 
versation, moreover, of the two disciples on the road 
to Emmaus is sufficient proof that the resurrection of 
their Lord was a conception which had never crossed 
their thoughts ; — and, finally, according to John, 
when Mary found the body gone, her only notion was 
that it must have been removed by the gardener 
(xx. 15). 

All this shows, beyond, we think, the possibility 
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of question, that the crucifixion and resurrection of 
Jesus were wholly unexpected by his disciples. If 
further proof were wanted, we find it in the words of 
the evangelists, who repeatedly intimate (as if struck 
by the incongruity we have pointed out) that they 
" knew not," or ** understood not," these sayings. 
(Mark ix. 31 ; Luke ix. 45, xviii. 34 ; John xx. 9.) 

Here, then, we have two distinct statements, which 
mutually exclude and contradict each other. If Jesus 
really foretold his death and resurrection in the terms 
recorded in the gospels, it is inconceivable that the 
disciples shoul(^ have misunderstood him ; for no 
words could be more positive, precise, or intelligible, 
than those which he is said to have repeatedly 
addressed to them. Neither could they have for- 
gotten what had been so strongly urged upon their 
memory by their Master, as completely as it is evi- 
dent from their subsequent conduct they actually did.^ 
They might, indeed, have disbelieved his prediction 
(as Peter appears in the first instance to have done), 
but in that case, his crucifixion would have led them 
to expect his resurrection, or, at all events, to think of 
it : — ^which it did not. The fulfilment of one pro- 
phecy would necessarily have recalled the other to 
their minds. 

The conclusion, therefore, is inevitable — that the 
predictions were ascribed to Jesus after the event, not 



' Moreover, if they had so completely forgotten these predictions, 
ivhence did the evangeUstts derive them ? 
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really uttered by him. It is, indeed, very probable 
that, as gloomy anticipations of his own death pressed 
upon his mind, and became stronger and more con- 
firmed as the danger came nearer, he endeavoured to 
communicate these apprehensions to his followers, in 
order to prepare them for an event so fatal to their 
worldly hopes. That he did so, we think the conver- 
sations during, and previous to, the last supper afford 
ample proof. These vague intimations of coming evil 
— intermingled and relieved, doubtless, by strongly 
expressed convictions of a future existence of re* 
union and reward, disbelieved or disregarded by the 
disciples at the time — recurred to their minds after 
all was over ; and gathering strength, and expanding 
in definiteness and fulness during constant repetition 
for nearly forty years, had, at the period when the 
evangelists wrote, become consolidated into the fixed 
prophetic form in which they have been transmitted 
to us. 

Another argument may be adduced, strongly con- 
firmatory of this view. Jesus is repeatedly repre- 
sented as affirming that his expected sufferings and 
their glorious termination must take place, in order 
that the prophecies might be fulfilled, (Matt, xxvi 
24, 54 ; Mark ix. 12, xiv. 49 ; Luke xiii. 33, xviii. 
31, xxiL 37, xxiv. 27.) Now, the passion of the 
disciples for representing everything connected with 
Jesus as the fulfilment of prophecy, explains why they 
should have sought, after his death, for passages which^ 
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might be supposed to prefigure it,^ — and why these 
accommodations of prophecy should, in process of 
time, and of transmission, have been attributed to 
Jesus himself. But if we assume, as is commonly 
done, that these references to prophecy really pro- 
ceeded from Christ in the first instance, we are landed 
in the inadmissible, or at least the embarrassing and 
unorthodox conclusion, that he interpreted the prophets 
erroneously. To confine ourselves to the principal 
passages only, a profound grammatical and historical 
exposition has convincingly shown, to all who are in a 
condition to liberate themselves from dogmatic presup- 
positions, that in none of these is there any allusion to 
the sufferings of Christ.^ 

One of these references to prophecy in Matthew has 
evident marks of being an addition to the traditional' 
words of Christ by the evangelist himself. In Matt. 



^ " There were suflBcient motives for the Christian legend thus 
to put into the mouth of Jesus, after the event, a prediction of the 
particular features of his passion, especially of the ignominious 
crucifixion. The more a Christ crucified became '^ to the Jews a 
stumbling-block, and to the Greeks foolishness" (1 Cor. i. 28), the 
more need was there to remove the offence by every possible 
means; and as among the subsequent events, the resurrection espe- 
cially served as a retrospective cancelling of that shameful death, 
so it must have been earnestly desired to take the sting from that 
offensive catastrophe beforehand also ; and this could not be done 
more effectually than by such a minute prediction." — Strauss, iii 
54, where this idea is fully developed. 

< Even Dr Arnold admitted this fully. (Sermons on Interpreta- 
tions of Prophecy, Preface.) 

U. B 
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xvi. 4, we have the following : " A wicked and adul- 
terous generation seeketh after a sign ; and there 
shall no sign be given to it but the sign of the 
Prophet Jonas/' The same expression precisely is 
recorded by Luke (xi 29), with this addition, showing 
what the reference to Jonas really meant : " For as 
Jonas was a sign to the Ninevites, so also shall the 
Son of Man be to this generation. The men of 
Nineveh shall rise up in judgment against this gene- 
ration, and shall condemn it ; for they repented (xt 
the preaching of Jon-as ; mid, behold, a greater than 
Jonas is here." But when Matthew repeats the same 
answer of Jesus in answer to the same demand for a 
sign (xii. 40), he adds the explanation of the refer- 
ence, " for as Jonas was three days and three nights 
in the whale's belly, so shall the Son of Man be three 
days and three nights [which Jesus was not, but only 
one day and two nights^] in the heart of the earth ;" 
— ^and he then proceeds with the same context as 
Luke. 

The prophecies of the second coming of Christ 
(Matt. xxiv. Mark xiii Luke xvii. 22-37 ; xxi 
5-36) are mixed up with those of the destruction of 
Jerusalem by Titus in a manner which has long been 
the perplexity and despair of orthodox commentators. 
The obvious meaning of the passages which contain 
these predictions — the sense in which they were 
evidently understood by the evangelists who wrote 
them down — the sense which we know from many 

Nay : possibly only a few hours. 
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they conveyed to the miods of the early 
ChriBtians — clearly is, that the coming of Christ to 
judge the world should follow imitudlaUly^ (" imme- 
diately." " in those days,") the destruction of the Holy 
City, and should take place during the lifetime of the 
then existing generation. " Verily T say unto you. 
This generation shall not pasa away till all these 
things be fidfilled." (Matt. xxiv. 34 ; Mark xiii. 30 ; 
Luke sxi. 32.) " There be some standing here that 
shall not taste of death till they see the son of Man 
coming in his kingdom" (Matth. svi. 28). " Verily 
I say unto yon. Ye shall not have gone over the cities 
of Israel, till the Son of Man be come" (Matth. x. 23). 
" If I will that he tarry till I come, what is that to 
thee?" (John xxi. 23). 

Now if these predictions .really proceeded from 
Jesus, he was entirely in error on the subject, and the 
prophetic spirit was not in him ; for not only did hia 
advent not follow close on the destruction of Jerusalem, 
but 1800 years have since elapsed, and neither he nor 
the preliminary signs which were to announce him. 
Lave yet appeared. If these predictions did not pro- 
ceed from him, then the evangelist has taken the 



I ' See 1 Cor, x. 11 ; xv. 61. PhU. iv. 5. 1 Tbess. iv. 15. James 
I ». 8. 1 Peter iv. 7. 1 Jolin ii. IS. Rev. L I, 3 ; xxii 7. 10, 12, 20 
' An apparent contradiction to this is presented by Mnttli. xxiv. 
14 ; Matth. liii. 10, wliere we are told that " the gospel muat be 
first preached to all nationa." It appears, however, from Col. i. 5, 
6, 23 (see also RomaoB X. 18), that St Paul oonsidered tliis to have 
been already accomplished in hie time. 
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liberty of putting into the mouth of Christ words and 
announcements which Christ never uttered. 

Much desperate ingenuity has been exerted to 
separate the predictions relating to Jerusalem from 
those relating to the Advent; but these exertions 
have been neither creditable nor successful ; and they 
have already been examined and refuted at great 
length. Moreover, they are rendered necessary only 
by two previous asswmptions : first, that Jesus cannot 
have been mistaken as to the future ; and, secondly, 
that he really uttered these predictions. Now, neither 
of these assumptions is capable of proof The first 
we shall not dispute, because we have no adequate^ 
means of ccuning to a conclusion on the subject. But 
as to the second assumption, we think there are 
several indications that, though the predictions in 
question were current among the Christians when the 
gospels were composed, yet that they did not, at least 
as handed down to us, proceed from the lips of Christ; 
but were, as far as related 4x) the second advent, the 
unauthorised anticipations of the disciples ; and, as far 
as related to the destruction of the city, partly 
gathered from the denunciations of Old Testament 
prophecy, and partly from actual knowledge of the 
events which passed under their eyes. 

In the first place, it is not admissible that Jesus 
could have been so true a prophet as to one part 
of the prediction, and so entirely in error as ' to the 
other, both parts referring equally to future events. 
Secondly, the three gospels in which these predictions 
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occur, are allowed to have been written between the 
years 65 and 72 A.D., or during the war which ended 
in the destruction of Jerusalem^ ; that is, they were 
written during and after the events which they predict. 
They may, therefore, either have been entirely drawn 
from the events, or have been vaguely in. existence 
before, but have derived their definiteness and precision 
from the events. And w.e have already seen in the 
case of the first evangelist, that he, at least, did not 
scruple to eke out and modify the predictions he 
recorded, from his own experience of their fulfilment. 
Thirdly y the parallel passages, both in Matthew and 
Mark, contain an expression twice repeated — "the 
elect" — which we can say almost with certainty was 
unknown in the time of Christ, though frequently 
found in the epistles, and used, at the time the gospels 
were composed, to designate the members of the 
Christian Church. 



^ The war began by Vespasian's entering Galilee 1^ the beginning 
of the year aj>. 67, and the city was taken in the autumn of 
AJ>. 70. 



CHAPTER DL 

SAME SUBJECT CONTINUED ^MARK AND LUKE. 

Many of the criticisms contained in the two last 
chapters — ^tending to prove that Matthew's Gospel 
contains several statements not strictly accurate, and 
attributes to Jesus several expressions and discourses 
which were not really uttered by him — are equally 
applicable both to Mark and Luke. The similarity 
— not to say identity^-of the greater portion of Mark^s 
narrative with that of Matthew, leaves no room for 
doubt either that one evangelist copied from the other, 
or that both employed the same documents, or oral 
narratives, in the compilation of their histories. Our 
own clear conviction is that Mark was the earliest in 
time, and far the most correct in fact. 

As we have already stated, we attach little weight 
to the tradition of the second century, that the second 
gospel was written by Mark, the companion of Peter. 
It originated with Papias, whose works are now lost, 
but who was stated to be a " weak man" by Eusebius, 
who records a few fragments of his writings. But if 
the tradition be correct, the omissions in*his gospel, 
as compared with the first, are significant enough. It 
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omits entirely the genealogies, the miraculous concep- 
tion, several matters relating to Peter (especially his 
walking on the water, and the commission of the 
teys),^ and everything miraculous or improbable relat- 
ing to the resurrection* — everything, in fact, but the 
simple statement that the body was missing, and that 
a " young man" assured the visitors that Christ was 
risen. 

In addition to these, there are two or three peculi- 
arities in the discourses of Jesus, as recorded by Mark, 
which indicate that the evangelist thought it necessary 
and allowable slightly to modify the language of them, 
in order to suit them to the ideas or the feelings of the 
Gentile converts ; if, as is commonly supposed, it was 
principally designed for them. We copy a few 
instances of these, though resting little upon tliem. 

Matthew, who wrote for the Jews, has the follow- 
ing passage, in the injunctions pronounced by Jesus 
on the sending forth of the twelve apostles : " Go not 
into the way of the Gentiles, and into any city of the 
Samaritans enter ye not. But go rather to the lost 
sheep of the house of Israel." (x. 5.) Mark, who 
wrote for the Gentiles, omits entirely this unpalatable 
charge, (vi. 7-13.) 

Matthew (xv. 24), in the story of the Canaanitish 
woman, makes Jesus say, " I am not sent but to the 



^ See Thirlwall^s remarks on this subject. Introd. cvii. 
^ We must not forget that the real genuine Gospel of Mark 
terminates with the 8th verse of the 16th chapter. 
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lost sheep of the house of Israel" Mark (viL 26) 
omits this expression entirely, and modifies the sub- 
sequent remark. In Matthew it is thus : — ** It is not 
meet to take the children's bread and cast it unto the 
dogs." In Mark it is softened by the preliminary, 
" Let the children first be filled," &c. 

Matthew (xxiv. 20), "But pray ye that your flight be 
not in the winter, neither on the Sabbath day," Mark 
omits the last clause, which would have had no mean- 
ing for any but the Jews, whose Sabbath day's journey 
was by law restricted to a small distance. 

In the promise given to the disciples, in answer to 
Peter's question, "Behold we have forsaken all, and 
followed thee; what shall we have therefore?" The 
following verse, given by Matthew (xix. 28), is omitted 
by Mark (x. 28) : — " Verily I say unto you, " That ye 
which have followed me, in the regeneration, when the 
Son of Man shall sit in the throne of his glory, ye also . 
shall sit upon twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes 
of Israel."^ • 

The Gospel of Luke, which is a work in some 
respects of more pretension, and unquestionably of 
more literary merit, than the two first, will require a 
few additional observations. The remarks we have 
made on the prophecies of his own sufferings and 
resurrection, alleged by Matthew and Mark to have 



» [It is, however, almost impossible to resist the inference that 
we have here one of the evangelist^s unwarranted ascriptions to 
Jesus of words which he never uttered, when we compare the sub- 
sequent contradiction — ^xx. 21-26.] 



FIDELITY OF GOSPEL HISTORY. MARK AND LUKK 25 

been uttered by Jesus, apply equally to Luke's narra- 
tive, in which similar passages occur ; and in these, 
therefore, we must admit that the third evangelist, like 
the other two,* ascribed to Jesus discourses which never 
really proceeded from him.^ But besides these, there 
are several passages in Luke which bear an equally 
apocryphal character, some of which it will be interest- 
ing to notice. 

The first chapter, from verse 5-80, contains the 
account of the annunciation and birth of John the 
Baptist, with all the marvellous circumstances attend- 
ing it, and also the annunciation to Mary, and the 
miraculous conception of Jesus — an account exhibiting 
many remarkable discrepancies with the corresponding 
narrative in Matthew. We are spared the necessity 
of a detailed investigation of this chapter by the agree- 
ment of the most learned critics, both of the orthodox 
and sceptical schools, in considering the narrative as 
poetical and legendary. It is examined at great 
length by Strauss, who is at the head of the most 
daring class of the Biblical Commentators of Germany, 
and by Schleiermacher, who ranks first among the 
learned divines of that country. The latter (in the 
work translated by one of our most erudite and liberal 



1 The remark will perhaps occur to some, that the circumstance 
of three evangelists ascribing the same language to Jesus, is a strong 
proof that he really uttered it. But the fallacy of this argument 
will be apparent when we remember that there is ample evidence 
that they all drew from the same sources, namely, the extant cur- 
rent tradition. 
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Prelates, and already often referred to), writes thus, 
pp. 25-7 : — 

"Thus, then, we begin by detaching the first 
chapter as an originally independent composition. If 
we consider it in this light somewhat more closely, we 
cannot resist the impression that it was originally 
rather a little poetical work than a properly-historical 
narrative. The latter supposition, in its strictest sense 
at all events, no one will adopt, or contend that the 
angel Gabriel announced the advent of the Messiah in 
figures so purely Jewish, and in expressions taken 
mostly from the Old Testament ; or that the alternate 
song between Elizabeth and Mary actually teok place 
in the manner described ; or that Zacharias, at the 
instant of recovering his speech, made use of it to 
utter the hymn, without being disturbed by the joy 
and surprise of the company, by which the narrator 
himself allows his description to be interrupted. At 
all events we should then be obliged to suppose that 
the author made additions of his own, and enriched 
the historical narrative by the lyrical eflEusions of his 
own genius." ... " If we consider the whole group- 
ing of the narrative, there naturally presents itself to 
us a pleasing little composition, completely in the 
style and manner of several Jewish poems, still extant 
among pur apocryphal writings, written in all pro- 
bability originally in Aramaic by a Christian of the 
more liberal Judaising school" ..." There are 
many other statements which I should not venture to 
pronounce historical, but would rather explain by the 
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occasion the poet had for them. To these belongs, in 
the first place, John's being a late-bom child, which is 
evidently only imagined for the sake of analogy with 
several heroes of Hebrew antiquity ; and, in the next 
place, the ^relation between the ages of John and 
Christ, and likewise the consanguinity of Mary and 
Elizabeth, which besides, it is difficult to reconcile 
with the assertion of John (John i. 33), that he did 
not know Christ before his baptism." 

Strauss's analysis of the chapter is in the highest 
degree masterly and convincing, and we think cannot 
fail to satisfy all whose minds have been trained in 
habits of logical investigation. After showing at 
great length the unsatLsfactoriness and inadmissibility 
of both the supernatural and rationalistic interpreta- 
tions, he show3, by a comparison of similar legends in 
the Old Testament — the birth of Ishmael, Isaac, 
Samuel, and Samson, in particular — how exactly the 
narrative in Luke is framed in accordance with the 
established ideas and rules of Hebrew poetry.^ 

* We cannot agree with one of Strauss's critics (see Prospective 
Review, Nov. 1846), that the evident poetical character of the 
first chapters of Matthew and Luke, their similarity with parts of 
the apocryphal gospels and early Christian writings, and their dis- 
similarity in tone with the rest of the gospels with which they are 
incorporated, are sufficient to decide the question against their 
genuineness. If this argument were valid, we must pronounce 
against the genuineness of -other passages of our gospels on the 
same ground — e. g. the miracle of Gana — ^the miraculous draught 
of fishes — ^and the piece of money in the fishes mouth — and others. 
The genuineness of these initial chapters has often been denied, 
but without sufficient warrant from external evidence* 
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"The scattered traits," said he/ "respecting the 
late birth of diflferent distinguished men, as recorded 
in the Old Testament, blended themselves into a com- 
pound image in the mind of the author, whence he 
selected the features most appropriate to his present 
subject Of the children bom of aged parents, Isaac 
is the most ancient prototype As it is said of 
Zacharias and Elizabeth, * they were both advanced in 
days/ so Abraham and Sarah ' were advanced in days," 
when they were promised a son. It is likewise from 
this history that the incredulity of the father on 
account of the advanced age of both parents, and the 
demand of a sign, are boiTOwed. As Abraham, when 
Jehovah promised him a numerous posterity through 
Isaac, who should inherit the land of Canaan, doubt- 
ingly inquires, 'Whereby shall I know that I shall 
inherit it?* — so Zacharias, 'Whereby shall I know 
this?' The incident of the angel announcing the 
birth of the Baptist is taken from the history of 
another late-born son, Samson. The command which 
before his birth predestined the Baptist — whose later 
ascetic mode of life was known — to be a Nazarite, is 
taken from the same source. Both were to be con- 
secrated to God from the womb, and the same diet 
was prescribed for both.* . . . The lyrical eflPusions in 
Luke are from the history of Samuel As Samuel's 



* Leben Jesu, i. 118, et seq. 

' The original words are the same in both instances. 

• Compare Luke i 15, with Judges xiii. 4, 5, and Numbers vi. 3. 
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mother, when consigning him to the care of the High 
Priest, breaks forth into a hymn, so does the father of 
John at the circumcision ; though the particular expres- 
sions in the canticle uttered by Mary, in the same chapter, 
have a closer resemblance to Hannah's song of praise, 
than that of Zacharias. The only supernatural incident 
of the narrative, of which the Old Testament offers no 
precise analogy, is the dumbness. But if it be borne 
in mind that the asking and receiving a sign from 
heaven in confirmation of a promise or prophecy was 
common among the Hebrews (Isaiah viL 1 1) ; that 
the temporary loss of one of the senses was the pecu- 
liar punishment inflicted after a heavenly vision (Acts 
ix. 8, 17) ; that Daniel became dumb while the angel 
was speaking with him, and did not recover his speech 
till the angel had touched his lips and opened his 
mouth (Dan. x. 15); the origin of this incident also 
will be found in legend, and not in historical fact So 
that here we stand upon purely mythico-poetical 
ground ; the only historical reality which we can hold 
fast as positive matter of fact being this : — the impres- 
sion made by John the Baptist, in virtue of his 
ministry, and his relation to Jesus, was so powerful 
as to lead to the subsequent glorification of his birth 
in connection with the Christian legend of the birth of 
the Messiah." 

In the second chapter we have the account of the 
birth of Jesus, and the accompanying apparition of a 
multitude of angels to shepherds in the fields near 
Bethlehem — ^as to the historical foundation of which 



30 THE CBEED OP CHKISTENDOM. 

Strauss and Schleiermacher are at variance ; the 
former regarding it as wholly mythical, and the latter 
as based upon an actual occurrence, imperfectly 
remembered in after times, when the celebrity of Jesus 
caused every contribution to the history of his birth 
and infancy to be eagerly sought for. All that we 
can say on the subject with any certainty is, that the 
tone of the narrative is legendary. The poetical 
rhapsody of Simeon when Jesus was presented in the 
temple may be passed over with .the same remark ; — 
but the 33rd verse, where we are told that "Joseph 
and his mother marvelled at those things which were 
spoken of him," proves clearly one of two things :— 
either the unhistorical character of the Song of Simeon, 
and of the consequent astonishment of the parents of 
Jesus — or the unreality of the miraculous annunciation 
and conception. It is impossible, if an angel had 
actually announced to Mary the birth of the divine 
child in the language, or in anything resembling the 
language, recorded in Luke L 31-S5 ; and if, in 
accordance with that announcement, Mary had found 
herself with child before she had any natural possi- 
bility of being so — ^that she should have felt any 
astonishment whatever at the prophetic announcement 
of Simeon, so consonant with the angelic promise, 
especially when occurring after the miraculous vision 
of the Shepherds, which, we are told, " she pondered 
in her heart." Schleiermacher has felt this diflSculty, 
and endeavours to evade it by considering the first and 
second chapters to be two monographs originally by 



FIDELITY OF GOSPEL HISTORY. ^MARK AND LUKE. 31 

diflFerent hands, which Luke incorporated into his 
gospel This was very probably the case ; but it does 
not avoid the difficulty, as it involves giving up ii. 33 
as an unauthorised and inc^orrect statement 

The genealogy of Jesus, as given in the third chapter, 
may be in the main correct, though there are some 
perplexities in one portion of it ; but if the previous 
narrative be corj:'ect, it is not the genealogy of Jesus 
at all, but only of Joseph, who was no relation to him 
whatever, but simply his guardian. On the other 
hand, if the preparer of the genealogy, or the evange- 
list who records it, knew or believed the story of the 
miraculous conception, we can conceive no reason for 
his admitting a pedigree which is either wholly 
meaningless, or destructive of his previous statements. 
The insertion in verse 23, "as was supposed," whether 
by the evangelist or a subsequent copyist, merely 
shows that whoever made it perceived the incon- 
gruity, but preferred neutralizing the genealogy to 
omitting it.^ 

The account given by Luke (iii. 21) of the visible 
and audible signs from heaven, at the Baptism of 
Jesus, has been very generally felt and allowed to be 
incompatible with the inquiry subsequently made by 
John the Baptist (vii. 19) as to whether Jesus were 
the Messiah or not ; and the incongruity is considered 

^ The vrhole stoiy of the Incarnation, however, is effectually 
discredited by the fact that none of the Apostles or sacred 
Historians make any subsequent reference to it, or indicate any 
knowledge of it. 
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to indicate inaccuracy or interpolation in one of the 
two narratives. It is justly held impossible that if 
John had seen the Holy Spirit descending upon Jesus, 
and had heard a heavenly voice declaring him to be 
the beloved Son of God, he could ever have entertained 
a doubt that he was the Messiah, whose coming he 
himself had just announced^ (ver. 16). According to 
Luke, as he now stands, John expected the Messiah — 
described himself as his forerunner — saw at the 
moment of the Baptism a supernatural shape, and 
Heard a supernatural voice announcing Jesus to be 
that Messiah ; — and yet, shortly after — on hearing, 
too, of miracles which should have confirmed his belief, 
had it ever wavered — he sends a message implying 
doubt (or rather ignorance), and asking the question 
which Heaven itself had already answered in his hear- 
ing. Some commentators have endeavoured to escape 
from the difficulty by pleading that the appearances 
at Baptism might have been perceptible to Jesus 
alone ; and they have adduced the use of the second 



1 Neander conceives that doubt may have assailed the mind of 
John in his dismal prison, and led to a transient questioning of 
his earlier conviction, and that it was in this state of. feeling that 
lie sent his disciples to Jesus. But, in the first place, the language 
of the message is less that of doubt than of inquiry^ and would 
appear to intimate that the idea of Jesus^ character and mission 
had been then first suggested to him by the miracles of which 
reports had reached him in his prison. And, in the next place, 
doubt assails men who have formed an opinion from observation 
or induction, not men who have received positive and divine com- 
munication of a fact. 



FIDELITY OF GOSPEL HISTORY — MARK AND LUKE. 33 

person by the divine voice (*' Thou curt my beloved 
Son ") in Mark and Luke, and the peculiar language 
of Matthew, in confinnation of this view. But (not to 
urgue that, if the vision and the voice were impercept- 
ible to the spectators, they could not have given that 
public and conclusive attestation to the Messiahship 
of Jesus which was their obvious object and intention) 
a comparison of the four accounts clearly shows that 
the evangelists meant to state that the dove was 
visible and the voice audible to John and to all the 
spectators, who, according to Luke, must have been 
numerous. Li Matthew the grammatical construction 
of iii. 16, would intimate that it was Jesus who saw 
the heavens open and the dove descend, but that the 
expression "alighting upon him," i§x,^fjb6m sr ayroy, 
should in this case have been 6<p*uvt6v, " upon himself." 
However, it is very possible that Matthew may have 
written ioaccurate, as he certainly wrote unclassical, 
Greek. But the voice in the next verse, speaking in 
the third person, " This is my beloved Son," must 
have been addressed to the spectators, not to Jesus. 
Mark has the same unharmonizing expression, J^'auro'y. 
Luke describes the scene as passing before numbers, 
" when all the people are baptized, it came to pass 
that Jesus also being baptizeil ; " — and then adds to 
the account of the other evangelists that the dove 
descended " in a bodily shape," iv 6(aiiiaux(^ ssdst, as if 
to contradict the idea that it was a subjective, not an 
objective fact, — a vision, not a phenomenon ; he can 

only mean that it was an appearance visible to all 
IL C 
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present. The version given in the fourth evangelist 
shows still more clearly that such was the meaning 
generally attached to the tradition current among the 
Christians at the time it was embodied in the gospels. 
The Baptist is there represented as affirming that he 
himself saw the Spirit descending like a dove upon 
Jesus, and that it was this appearance which convinced 
him of the Messiahship of Jesus. 

Considering all this, then, we must admit that, 
while the naturalness of John's message to Christ, and 
the exact accordance of the two accounts given of it, 
render the historical accuracy of that relation highly 
probable, the discrepancies in the four narratives of 
the baptism strongly indicate, either that the original 
tradition came from different sources, or that it has 
undergone considerable modification in the course of 
transmission ; and also that the narratives themselves 
are discredited by the subsequent message. We think 
with Schleiermacher, the great defender and eulogist 
of Luke, that the words iv tfufiurtxf eUst are an inter- 
polation which our evangelist thought himself at 
liberty to make by way of rendering the picture more 
graphic, without perceiving their inconsistency with a 
subsequent portion of his narrative. 

In all the sjmoptical gospels we find instances of 
the cure of demoniacs by Jesus early in his career, in 
which the demons, promptly, spontaneously, and 
loudly, bear testimony to his Messiahship. These 
statements occur once in Matthew (viii. 29;) — ^four 
times in Mark (i 24$, 84 ; iii 11 ; v. 7) ; and three 
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times in Luke {iv. 33, 41 ; viil 28).^ Now, two 
points are evident to common sense, and are fully 
admitted by honest criticism : — -first, that these 
demoniacs were lunatic and epileptic patients ; and, 
secondly, that Jesus (or the narrators who framed the 
language of Jesus throughout the synoptical gospels) 
shared the common belief that these maladies were 
caused by evil spirits inhabiting the bodies of the 
suflFerers. We are then landed in this conclusion — 
certainly not a probable one, nor the one intended to 
be conveyed by the narrators — that the idea of Jesus 
being the Messiah was adopted by madmen before it 
had foimd entriauce into the public mind, apparently 
even before it was received by his immediate disciples 
— was in fact first suggested by madmen ; — in other 
words, that it was an idea which originated with insane 
brains — ^which presented itself to, and found acceptance 
with, insane brains more readily than sane ones. The 
conception of the evangelists clearly was that Jesus 
derived honour (and his mission confirmation) from 
this early recognition of his Messianic character by 
hostile spirits of a superior order of Intelligences ; but 
to us, who know that these supposed superior Intelli- 
gences were really unhappy men whose natural 



1 It is worthy of remark that no narrative of the healing of 
demoniacs, stated as such, occurs in the fourth gospel. This would 
intimate it to be the work of a man who had outgrown, or had 
never entertained, the idea of maladies arising from possession. 
It is one of many indications in this evangelist of a Greek rather 
than a Jewish mind. 
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intellect had been perverted or impaired, the effect of 
the narratives becomes absolutely reversed ; — and if 
they are to be accepted as historical, they lead 
inevitaUy to the conclusion that the idea of the 
Messiahship of Jesus was originally formed in dis- 
ordered brains, and spread thence among the mass of 
the disciples. The only rescue from this conclusion 
lies in the admission, that these narratives are not 
historical, but mythic, and belong to that class of addi- 
tions which early grew up in the Christian Church, 
out of the desire to honour and aggrandise the memory 
of its Founder, and which our uncritical evangelists 
embodied as they found them. 

Passing over a few minor passages of doubtfvd 
authenticity or accuracy,^ we come to one near the 
dose of the gospel, which we have no scruple in pro- 
nouncing to be an unwarranted interpolationr In 
xxii. 36-38, Jesus is reported^ after the last Supper, 
to have said to his disciples, '' He that hath no sword^ 
let him sell his garment and buy one. And they 
said. Lord, behold, here are two swords. And he 
said. It is enough.*' Christ never could have uttered 
such a command, nor, we should imagine, anything 
which could have been mistaken for it The vei^ 

^ Compare Luke ix. 50 with xL 23, where we probably have the 
same original expression differently reported. Schleiermacher, with 
all his reverence for Luke, decides (p. 94) that Luke vi. 24-26 is 
an addition to Ghrifit^s words by the evangelist himself — an 
* innocent interpolation" he calls it. For the anachronism in 
zi. 51, see our remarks on the corresponding passage in Matthew. 
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idea is contradicted by his whole character, and utterly 
precluded by the narratives of the other evangelists ; 
— ^for when Peter did use the sword, he met with a 
severe rebuke from his Master : — " Put up thy sword 
into the sheath : the cup which my Father hath given 
me shall I not drink^ it/' — according to John. " Put 
up again thy sword into its place ; for all they that 
take the sword shall perish by the sword," — according 
to Matthew. The passage we conceive to be a clumsy 
invention of some early narrator, to account for the 
remarkable fact of Peter having a sword at the time 
of Christ's apprehension ; and it is inconceivable to us 
how a sensible compiler like Luke could have admitted 
into his history such an apocryphal and unharmonising 
fragment. 

In conclusion, then, it appears certain that in all 
the synoptical gospels we have events related which 
did not really occur, and words ascribed to Jesus 
which Jesus did not utter ; and that many of these 
words and events are of great significance. In the 
great majority of these instances, however, this incor- 
rectness does not imply any want of honesty on the 
part of the evangelists, but merely indicates that they 
adopted and embodied, without much scrutiny or 
critical acumen, whatever probable and honourable 
narratives they found current in the Christian com- 
munity. 



CHAPTEBX. 

SAME SUBJECT CONTINUED GOSPEL OP JOHN. 

In the examination of the fourth Gospel a different 
mode of criticism from that hitherto pursued is 
required. Here we do not find, so frequently as in 
the other evangelists, particular passages which pro- 
nounce their own condemnation, by anachronisms, 
peculiarity of language, or incompatibiUty with others 
more obviously historical ; but the whole tone of the 
delineations, the tenour of the discourses, and the 
general course of the narrative, are utterly different 
from those contained in the synoptical gospels, and 
also from what we should expect from a Jew speaking 
to Jews, writing of Jews, imbued with the spirit, and 
living in the land, of Judaism. 

By the common admission of all recent critics, this 
gospel is rather to be regarded as a polemic, than an 
historic composition.^ It was written less with the 
intention of giving a complete and continuous view of 
Christ's character and career, than to meet and con- 

1 See Hug, Strauss. HennelL De Wette Also Dr Tait's " Sug 
gestions.** 
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fate certain heresies which had sprung up in the 
Christian church near the close of the first century, 
by selecting, from the memory of the author, or the 
traditions then current among believers, such narra- 
tives and discourses as were conceived to be most 
opposed to the heresies in question. Now these 
heresies related almost exclusively to the person and 
nature of Jesus ; on which points we have many 
indications that great difference of opinion existed, 
even during the apostolic period. The obnoxious 
doctrines especially pointed at in the gospel appear, 
both from interna] evidence and external testimony,^ 
to be those held by Cerinthus and the Nicolaitans, 
which, according to Hug, were as follows : — The one 
Eternal God is too pure, perfect, and pervading an 
essence to be able to operate on matter ; but from 
him emanated a number of inferior and gradually 
degenerating spiritual natures, one of whom was the 
Creator of the world, hence its imperfections. Jesus 
was simply and truly a man, though an eminently 
great and virtuous one; but one of the above spiritual 
natures — the Christ, the Son of God — united itself to 
Jesus at his baptism, and thus conferred upon him 
superhuman power. '* This Christ, as an immaterial 
Being of exalted origin, one of the purer kinds of 
spirits, was from his nature xmsusceptible of material 



1 Irenaeus, Jerome, Epiphanius. See Hug, § 51. See also a very 
detailed account of the Gnostics in Norton's Genuineness of the 
Gospels, ii. c. 1, 2. 
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aifectionR of suffering and pain. He, therefore, at the 
commencement of the passion, resumed his separate 
existence, 'abandoned Jesus to pain and death, and 
soared upwards to his native heaven. Cerinthus dis- 
tinguished Jeavbs and Christ, Jesus and the Son of 
Ood, as beings of different nature and dignity.^ The 
Nicolaitans held similar doctrines in regard to the 
Supreme Deity and his relation to mankind, and an 
inferior spirit who was the Creator of the world. 
Among the subaltern orders of spirits they considered 
the most distinguished to be the only-begotten, the 
fiovoyiv^g (whose existence, however, had a beginning), 
and the Xoyog, the Word, who was an immediate 
descendant of the only-begotten."^ 

These, then, were the opinions which the author of 
the fourth gospel wrote to controvert ; in confirmation 
of which being his object we have his own statement 
(xx. 31): "These are written" (not that ye may 
know the life and understand the character of our 
great Teacher, but that ye may believe his nature to 
be what I affirm) " that ye might believe that Jesus 
is the Christ, the Son of God ; and that believing, ye 
might have life through his name." Now, a narrative 
written with a controversial aim — a narrative, more 
especially, consisting of recollected or selected circum- 
stances and discourses — carries within it, as everyone 



1 Several critics contend that the original reading of 1 John iv. 
8, was '' Every spirit that separateik Jesus (from the Christ) is not 
of God."— S* Hug, p. 423. 

« Hug, § 51. 
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will admit, from the very nature of fallible humanity, 
an obvious element of inaccuracy. A man who writes 
a history to 'prove a doctrine must be something more 
than a man, if he writes that history with a scrupu- 
lous fidelity of fact and colouring. Accordingly, we 
find that the public discourses of Jesus in this gospel 
turn almost exclusively upon the dignity of his own 
person, which topic is brought forward in a manner 
and with a frequency which it is impossible to regard 
as historical. The prominent feature in the character 
of Jesus, as here depicted, is an overweening tendency 
to self-glorification. We see no longer, as in the other 
gospels, a prophet eager to bring men to God, and to 
instruct them in righteousness, but one whose whole 
mind seems occupied with the grandeur of his own 
nature and mission. In the three first gospels we have 
the message ; in the fourth we have comparatively little 
but the messenger. If any of our readers will peruse 
the gospel with this observation in their minds, we 
are persuaded the result will be a very strong and 
probably painful impression that they cannot here be 
dealing with the genuine language of Jesus, but 
simply with a composition arising out of deep convic- 
tion of his superior nature, left in the mind of the 
writer by the contemplation of his splendid genius and 
his noble and lovely character. 

The difference of style and subject between the dis- 
courses of Jesus in the fourth gospel and in the 
synoptical ones, has been much dwelt upon, and we 
think by no means too much, as proving the greater 
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or less unauthenticity of the former. This objection 
has been met by the supposition that the finer intel- 
lect and more spiritual character of John induced him 
to select, and enabled him to record, the more subtle 
and speculative discourses of his Master, which were 
unacceptable or unintelligible to the more practical 
and homely minds of the other disciples ; and refer- 
ence is made to the parallel case of Xenophon and 
Plato, whose reports of the conversations of Socrates 
are so different in tone and matter as to render it 
very diflScult to believe that both sat at the feet of 
the same master, and listened to the same teaching. 
But the citation is an imfortunate one ; for in this 
case, also, it is more than suspected that the more 
simple recorder was the more correct one, and that 
the sublimer and subtler peculiarities in the discourses 
reported by PJato, belong rather to the disciple than 
to the teacher. Had John merely superadded some 
more refined and mystical discourses omitted by his 
predecessors, the supposition in question might have 
been admitted ; but it is impossible not to perceive 
that here the whole tone of the mind delineated is 
new and discrepant, though often eminently beautiful. 
Another argument, which may be considered as 
conclusive against the historical fidelity of the dis- 
courses of Jesus in the fourth gospel is, that not only 
they, but the discourses of John the Baptist likewise, 
are entirely in the style of the evangelist himself, 
where he introduces his own remarks, both in the 
gospel and in the first epistle. He makes both Jesus 
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arid the Baptist speak exactly as he himself speaks. 
Compare the following passages : — 



John iii 81-36. (Baptist loquitur). 
He that cometh from above is above 
all : he that is of the earth is earthly, 
and speaketh of the earth : he that 
cometh h'om heaven is above all. 
And what he hath seen and heard, 
that he testifieth ; and no man re- 
ceiveth his testimony. 

He that receiveth his testimony 
hath set to his seal that God is true. 

For he whom God hath sent speak- 
eth the words of God ; for God giv- 
eth not the spirit by measure. 

The Father loveth the Son, and 
hath given all things into his hand. 



He that believeth on the Sou hath 
everlasting life, and he thai believeth 
not the Son shall not see life ; but 
the wrath of God abideth on him. 



1 Epistle iii. 14. We know that 
we have passed from death unto life. 

1 Epistle iv. 6. We are of God : 
he that knoweth God heareth us : 
he that is not of God heareth not us. 

1 Epistle V. 9. If we receive the 
witness of men, the witness of God is 
greater : for this is the witness of 



John viii. 23. (Jesus loq.). Ye are 
from beneath ; I am from above ; 
ye are of this world ; I am not of 
this world. 

iii. 11. (Jesus loq.). We speak 
that we do know^ and testify. that 
we have seen ; and ye receive not 
our testimony. 



viii. 26. (Jesus loq.). I speak to 
the world those things which I have 
heard of him. — (See also vii. 16-18 : 
xiv. 24.) 

V. 20. (Jesus loq.). The Father 
loveth the Son, and showeth him all 
things that himself doeth. 

ziii. 3. (Evangelist loq.). Jesus 
knowing that the Father had given 
all things into his hands. 

vi, 47 (Jesus loq.). He that be- 
lieveth on me hath everlasting life. 
—(See also 1 Epistle v. 10-13, and 
Gospel iii. 18, where the evangelist 
or Jesus speaks). 

vi. 40 (Jesus loq.). And this is 
the will of Him that sent me, that 
every one which seeth the Son and 
believeth on him, may have everlast- 
ing life. 

V. 24 (Jesus loq.). He that hear- 
eth my word . . . hath passed from 
death unto life. 

viii. 47 (Jesus loq.). He that is of 
God heareth God's words : ye there- 
fore hear them not, because ye are 
not of God. 

V. 34 etc. (Jesus loq.). I receive 
not testimony from man. .... I 
have greater witness than that of 
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God which he hath witnessed of his John . . . the Father himself whieb 
Son. hath sent me, hath borne witness of 

me. 

xiz. 85 (John loq.). And his re- v. 82. There is another that bear- 
cord is true ; and he knoweth that eth witness of me ; and I know that 
he saith true. the witness which he witnesseth of 

xxi. 24. This is the disciple which me is true, 
testifieth of these things ; . . . and 
we know that his witness is true. 



Another indication tliat in a great part of the 
fourth gospel we have not the genuine discourses of 
Jesus, is found in the mystical and enigmatical nature 
of the language. This peculiarity, of which we have 
scarcely a trace in the other evangelists, beyond the 
few parables which they did not at first understand, 
but which Jesus immediately explained to them, per- 
vades the fourth gospeL The great Teacher is here 
represented as absolutely labouring to be unintelli- 
gible, to soar out of the reach of his hearers, and at 
once perplex and disgust them. " It is the constant 
method of this evangelist, in detailing the conversa- 
tions of Jesus, to form the knot and progress of the 
discussions, by making the interlocutors understand 
literally what Jesus intended figuratively. The. type 
of the dialogue is that in which language intended 
spiritually is understood carnally." The instances of 
this are inconceivably frequent and unnatural. We 
have the conversation with the Jews about " the 
temple of his body" (ii. 21); the mystification of 
Nicodemus on the subject of regeneration (iii. 3-10) ; 
the conversation with the Samaritan woman (iv. 
10-15) ; with his disciples about " the food which 
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ye know not of" (iv. 32) ; with the people about the 
"bread from heaven** (vi. 31-85); with the Jews 
about giving them his flesh to eat (vL 48-66) ; with 
the Pharisees about his disappearance (vii. 33-39, 
and viiL 21, 22) ; again about his heavenly origin 
and pre-existence (viii 87, 34, and 56-58) ; and with 
his disciples about the sleep of Lazarus (xi. 11-14). 
Now, in the first place, it is very improbable that 
Jesus, who came to preach the gospel to the poor, 
should so constantly have spoken in a style which his 
hearers could not imderstand ; and in the next place, 
it is equally improbable that an Oriental people, so 
accustomed to figurative language^^ and whose litera« 
ture was so eminently metaphorical, should have mis- 
apprehended the words of Jesus so stupidly and 
so incessantly as the evangelist represents them to 
have dona 

But perhaps the most conclusive argument against 
the historical character of the discourses in the fourth 
gospel, is to be found in the fact that, whether 
dialogues or monologues, they are complete and con- 
tinuous, resembling compositions rather than recollec- 
tions, and of a length which it is next to impossible 
could have been accurately retained — even if we 
adopt Bertholdt's improbable hypothesis, that the 



* See the remarkg of Strauss on the convereation with Nicode- 
mus, from which it appears that the image of a new birth was a 
current one among the Jews, and could not have been so misunder- 
stood by a master in Israel, and in fact that the whole conversation 
is almost certainly fictitious. — ^iL 153. 
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apostle took notes of Jesus' discourses at the time of 
their delivery. Notwithstanding all that has been 
said as to the possible extent to which the powers of 
.memory may go, it is difficult for an unprepossessed 
mind to believe that discourses such as that contained 
in the 14th, 15th, and 16th chapters, could have 
been accurately retained and reported unless by a 
shorthand writer, or by one favoured with super- 
natural assistance. ." We hold it therefore to be 
established " (says Strauss,^ and in the main we agree 
with him), " that the discourses of Jesus in the fourth 
gospel are mainly free compositions of the evangelist ; 
but we have admitted that he has culled several 
sayings of Jesus from an authentic tradition, and 
hence we do not extend this proposition to those 
passages which are countenanced by parallels in the 
synoptical gospels. In these latter compilations we 
have an example of the vicissitudes which befall dis- 
courses that are preserved only in the memory of a 
second party. Severed from their original connection, 
and broken up into smaller and smaller fragments, they 
present, when reassembled, the appearance of a mosaic, 
in which the connection of the parts is a purely ex- 
ternal one, and every transition an artificial juncture. 
The discourses in John present just the opposite appear- 
ance. Their gradual transitions, only occasionally ren- 
dered obscure by the mystical depths of meaning in 
which they lie — transitions in which one thought 

^ Leben Jesu, ii. 187. 
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develops itself out of another, and a succeeding propo- 
sition is frequently but an explanatory amplification 
of the preceding one — are indicative of a pliable, unre- 
sisting mass, such as is never presented to a writer by 
the traditional sayings of another, but by such only as 
proceeds from the stores of his own thought, which he 
moulds according to his will. For this reason the 
contributions of tradition to these stores of thought 
were not so likely to have been particular indepen- 
dent sayings of Jesus, as rather certain ideas which 
formed the basis of many of his discourses, and 
which were modified and developed according to the 
bent of a mind of Greek or Alexandrian culture." ^ 

Another peculiarity of this gospel — arising, probably, 
out of its controversial origin — is its exaltation of 
dogma over morality — of belief over spiritual affection. 
In the other gospels, piety, charity, forgiveness of 
injuries, purity of life, are preached by Christ as the 
titles to his kingdom and his Father's favour. Whereas, 
in John's gospel, as in his epistles, belief in Jesus as 
the Son of God, the Messiah, the Logos — ^belief, in 
fact, in the evangelist's view of his nature — is con- 
stantly represented as the one thing needful The 

1 See also Hennell, p. 200. " The picture of Jesus bequeathing 
his parting befiedictions to the disciples, seems fully to warrant 
the idea that the author was one whose imagination and affections 
had received an impress from real scenes and real attachments. 
The few relics of the words, looks, and acts of Jesus, which friend- 
ship itself could at that time preserve unmixed, he expands into a 
complete record of his own and the disciples' sentiments ; what 
they felt, he makes Jesus speak.'' 
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whole tone of the history bears token of a tune when 
the message was beginning to be forgotten in the 
Messenger; when metaphysical and fruitless discus- 
sions as to the nature of Christ had superseded devotion 
to his spirit, and attention to the sublime piety and 
simple seK-sacrificing holiness which formed the essence 
of his own teaching. The discourses are often touch- 
ingly eloquent and tender; the narrative is full of 
beauty, pathos, and nature ; but we miss the simple 
and intelligible truth, the noble, yet practical, morality 
of the other histories ; we find in it more of Christ 
than of Christianity, and more of John than of Jesus. 
If the work of an apostle at all, it was of an apostle 
who had caught but a fragment of his Master's mantle, 
or in whom the good original seed had been choked 
by the long bad habit of subtle and scholastic con- 
troversies. We cannot but regard this gospel as 
decidedly inferior in moral sublimity and purity to the. 
other representations of Christ's teaching which have 
come down to us ; its religion is more of. a dogmatic 
creed, and its very philanthropy has a narrower and 
more restricted character. We will give a few parallels 
to make our meaning clearer. 



John ziii. 1. Now when Jesus Matth. v. 43. Ye have heard that 

knew that his hour was come, that it hath been said, Thou shalt love 

he should depart out of this world thy neighbour, and hate thine 

unto the Father, having loved his enemy. But I say unto you, Zo2;ey(mr 

<ywn which were in the world, he enemies, bless them that curse yon, 

loved them unto the end. do good to them that hate you, pray 

John xiii. 35. By this shall all* for them which despitefully use you^ 

men know that ye are my desciples, and persecute you ; . . tor if ye lorn 

if ye have love OTie to another. them which love you, whcU re\oard Aav0 
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John XV. 12. This is my command- you t do not even the Publicans the 
ment, that ye love one aHotheTf as I same ? 
have loved you, 

Luke X. 27. Thou shalt love thy 
neighbour as thyself. — (Definition of 
a neighbour, as any one whom we 
can serve.) 

John X. vii. 9. I pray for them : / Luke vi. 28. Pray for them which 
pi'ay not for the world, btU for thote despitef uUy use you ; bless them 
whx>m thou hart given me out of the which persecute you. 
world (v. 20). Neither pray I for Luke xxiii. 34. Father, forgive 
theaealoneybutforthemalsowhichshall them, for they know not what they 
believe on me through their word.^ do. 

John iii. 14. And as Moses lifted Matth. v. 3, 8. Blessed are the 
up the serpent in the wilderness, poor in spirit, for theirs is the king' 
even so must the Son of Man be dom of heaven. Blessed are the pure 
lifted up ; That whosoever believeth in heart, for they shall see Ood, 
on him should not perish, but have Matth. vii. 21. Not every one thai 
eternal life. saith unto me, Lord, Lord^ shall enter 

John vi. 40. And this is the will into the kingdom of heaven ; hut he 
of him that sent me, that every one that doeth the will of my Father which 
which seeth the Son, aiid believeth on is in Heaven, Many will say to me 
him, may have eoerla^ting life. in that day, Lord, Lord, have we 

John xvii. 3. And this is life not prophesied in thy name ? and in 
Vernal, that they might know thee, thy name have cast out devils ? and 
the only true God, and Jesus Christ in thy name done many wonderful 
whom thou hast sent. works "i And then will I yrofess unto 

themj I never knew you : depart from 
me ye that work iniquity. 

John vi. 29. This is the work of Matth. xix. 16, et seq. And, be- 



^ I venture here to insert a note written by a friend to whom 
the MS. of this work was submitted for correction. " These 
passages are the growth of an age in which Christians were 
already suffering persecution. In such times a special and 
peculiar love to ' the brethren ' is natural and desirable ; without 
it they could not be animated to risk all that is needed for one 
another. I could not call it, at that time, a ^ narrow philanthropy,* 
but it certainly does not belong to the same moral state, nor come 
forth from the same heart, at the same time, as that of the other 
Gospels. In the present day, however, the results are intensely 
evil : for this Gospel defines those who are to love another by an 
intellectual creed ; and however this be enlarged or contracted, 
we have here the essence of Bigotry. 

n. D 
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God, that ye believe on, him whom he hold, one came and said unto him, 
hath sent. Good Master, what good thmg shall I 

do that I may have eternal life ? And 
he said imto him, Why callest thou me 
good, &c., &c. ; but if thou vriU enter 
ifUo l\fe^ keep the commandmenUf &c. 

Matth. XXV. 31-46.-^efinition of 
Christ's reception of the wicked and 
the righteous.) — ^And these shall go 
away into everlasting punishment, 
but the righteoui iiUo life eternal, 

Mark xiL 28-34. And the Scribe 
answered, Well, Master, thou hast 
said the truth : for there is one God, 
and there is none other but he ; &o. 
&c. . . . And when Jesus saw that 
he answered discreetly, he said unto 
him. Thou art not far from the King- 
dom of God. 

Luke ix. 51*56. And when James 
and John saw this (that the Samari- 
tans would not receive Jesus), they 
John iii. 86. He that helieveth on said, Lord, wilt thou that we com- 
^ Son hath everhuting life : and he mand fire to come down from heaven, 
thai helieveth not on the Son thaXl not and consume them, even as Elias 
tee life; but the wrath of God abid- did ? But he turned and rebuked 
eth on him. them, and said. Ye know not what 

manner of spirit ye are of, &c 

Lukex. 25-28. And, behold, a 
certain lawyer stood up, and tempted 
him, saying, Master, what shall I do 
to inherit eternal life ? He said unto 
him, What is written in the law ? 
How readest thou ? And he answer- 
ing said, Thou shalt love the Lord 
thy Grod with all thy heart, and 
with all thy soul, and with all thy 
strength, and with all thy mind ; 
and thy neighbour as thyself. And 
Jesus said unto him. Thou hast an- 
swered rightly: this do^ and thou 
thalt live. 

There are several minor peculiarities which dis- 
tinguish this gospel from the preceding ones, which 
we can do no more than indicate. We find here little 
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about the Kingdom of Heaven — ^nothing about Christ's 
mission being confined to the Israelites — ^nothing about 
the casting out of devils — nothing about the destruc- 
tion of Jerusalem — ^nothing about the struggle between 
the law and gospel — ^topics which occupy so large a 
space in the picture of Christ's ministry given in the 
synoptical gospels ; and the omission of which seems 
to refer the composition of this narrative to a later 
period, when the Gentiles were admitted into the 
Church — ^when the idea of demoniacal possession had 
given way before a higher culture — when Jerusalem 
had been long destroyed — and when Judaism had 
quite retired before Christianity, at least within the 
pale of the Church.^ 

^ Modern criticism has detected several slight errors and inaccu- 
racies in the fourth gospel, such as Sychar for Sichem, Siloam 
erroneously interpreted sent^ &c., &c., from which it has been 
argued that the writer could not have been a native of Palestine, 
and by consequence not the Apostle John. 

[These, however, are insignificant in comparison with the dis- 
crepancy as to the date of the Last Supper in the different Evan- 
gelists, the Synoptists fixing it on the Feast of the Passover, and 
the fourth Gospel on the previous day. This discrepancy gave rise 
to the famous " Quarto-deciman Controversy" as it is called, which 
80 long agitated the early Church, and was at last only quelled by 
an authoritative decree of the Emperor Constantine. Those who 
wish to understand the question, and the light which its details 
throw upon the probable authorship of the fourth Gospel, will find 
an exhaustive account in Section ix. of Mr. Tayler^s learned inquiry 
already referred to. — The remarkable points are that the early con- 
troversialists, who took the view and held to the practice of the 
Synoptists, appealed to the Apostle John as their strongest authority 
on their side ; — while it was not till very late in the discussion 
that their adversaries seem to have thought of quoting the fourth 
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Though we have seen ample reason to conclude that 
nearly all the discourBee of Jesus in the fourth gospel 
are mainly the composition of the evangelist from 
memory or tradition, rather than the genuine utter- 
ances of our great Teacher, it may be eatiefactory, as 
further confirmation, to select a few single passages 
and expressions, as to the unauthentic character of 
which there can he no question. Thus at ch. iii. 11, 
Jesus is represented as saying to Nicodemua, in the 



Gospel in thfir favour ; — that this Gospel entirely ignores the in- 
stitution of the Eutiharist in Its account of the last days of Jesna, 
though apparently alluding to it in eome earlier chapters ; — and 
that the object uf the Author appears to have been to represeut, hy 
iinplicatiou at least, Christ as being himself the Paschal I.amb, not 
as partatiing of it. 

If the fourth gospel were really the work of the Apostle John, 
it would seem impos^ble to avoid the inference that the institution 
of " the Sacrament " of bread and wine as recorded by the other 
Evangeliets is entirely unhistorical, and then all the stupendous 
eccleBiaetLcal corollaries flowing from it fall to the ground. It is 
impossible that John could have forgotten such commands or 
assertions as are supposed to be involved in the words, " Take 
eat ; this is my body," &c. — It is equally impossible that, if they 
were ever spoken, and si^uified what Christians in general 
believe to be their significance, the disciple who leaned on the 
bosom of Jesus while they were uttered, could have so under- 
valued their meaning as to have omitted to record them. The 
dilemma, then, seems to be inescapable :^Eilber John did not 
write the fourth Gospel — in which case we have the direct testi- 
mony of no eye-witness to the facts and sayings of Christ's minis- 
try ; — Or the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, as deduced from 
the Synoptical accounts, with the special doctrines of Sacramental 
grace to partakers of it, and of the Atonement (as far as it is war- 
ranted or originally was suggested by those words of Christ,) 
becomes "the baseless fabric of a vision."] ^ 
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midst of his discourse about regeneration, " We speak 
that we do know, and testify that which we have seen ; 
and ye receive not our witness," — expressions wholly 
unmeaning and out of place in the mouth of Jesus on 
an occasion where he is testifying nothing at all, but 
merely propounding a mystical dogma to an auditor 
dull of comprehension — ^but expressions which are 
the evangelist's habitual form of asseveration and 
complaint 

It is not clear whether the writer intended verses 
16-21 to form part of the discourse of Jesus, or merely 
a commentary of his own. If the former, they are 
clearly unwarrantable ; their point of view is that of 
a period when the teaching of Christ had been known 
and rejected, and they could not have been uttered 
with any justice or appropriateness at the very com- 
mencement of his ministry. 

Ch. xi. 8. " His disciples say unto him, Msu&ter, the 
Jews of late sought to stone thee : and goest thou 
thither again?" The Jews is an expression which 
would be natural to Ephesians or other foreigners when 
speaking of the inhabitants of Palestine, but could not 
have been used by Jews speaking of their own country- 
men. They would have said, the People, or, the 
Pharisees. The same observation applies to xiii. 33, 
and also probably to xviii. 36. 

Ch. xvii 3. "And this is life eternal, that they 
might know Thee the only true God, and Jesua Chi^ist 
whom Thou hast sent." This would be a natural 
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expression for the evangelist, but scarcely for his 
Master. 

As before observed, great doubt hangs over the 
whole story of the testimony borne by the Bajptist to 
Jesus at his baptism. In the fourth evangelist, this 
testimony is represented as most emphatic, public, and 
repeated — so that it could have left no doubt in the 
minds ' of any of his followers, either as to the grandeur 
of the mission of Jesus, or as to his own subordinated 
character and position (i. 29-36 ; iii. 26-36). Yet 
we find, from Acts xviii. 25, and again xix. 3, circles 
of John the Baptist's disciples, who appear never even 
to have heard of Jesus — b, statement which we think 
is justly held irreconcilable with the statements above 
referred to in the fourth gospel. 

The question of miracles will be considered in a 
future chapter, and several of those related in this 
Gospel — significantly seven in number, and in cul- 
minating order — have special characteristics of their 
own ; but there is one miracle, peculiar to John, of so 
singular and apocryphal a character as to call for 
notice here. The turning of water into wine at the 
marriage feast in Cana of Galilee has long formed the 
opprobrium and perplexity of theologians, and must 
continue to do so as long as they persist in regarding 
it as an accurate historical relation. None of the 
numberless attempts to give anything like a probable 
explanation of the narrative has been attended with 
the least success. They are for the most part melan- 
choly specimens of ingenuity misapplied, and plain 
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honesty perverted by an originally false assumption. 
No portion of the gospel history, scarcely any portion 
of Old Testament, or even of apocryphal, narratives, 
bears such unmistakable marks of fiction. It is a story 
which, if found in any other volume, would at once have 
been dismissed as a clumsy and manifest invention. 
In the first place, it is a miracle wrought to supply 
more wine to men who had already drunk much — a 
deed which has no suitability to the character of Jesus, 
and no analogy to any other of his miracles. Secondly, 
though it was, as we are told, the first of his miracles, 
his mother is represented as expecting him to work a 
miracle, and to commence his public career with so 
unfit and improbable a one. Thirdly, Jesus is said 
to have spoken harshly^ to his mother, asking her 
what they had in common, and telling her that " his 
hour (for working miracles) was not yet come," when 
he knew that it was come. Fourthly, in spite of this 
rebuff, Mary is represented as still expecting a miracle, 
and this particular one, and as making preparation 
for it : " She saith to the servants. Whatsoever he saith 
imto you, do it ;" and accordingly Jesus immediately 
began to give orders to them. Fifthly, the superior 
quality of the wine, and the enormous quantity pro- 
duced (135 gallons, or in our language, above 43 
dozen^ are obviously fabulous. And those who are 

^ All attempts at explanation have failed to remove tills charac- 
ter from the expression — yvvat ri efio) xat (foL 
3 See the calculation in Hennell, and in Strauss, IL 432. The 
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familiar with the apocryphal gospels will have no 
difficulty in recognising the close consanguinity 
between the whole narrative and the stories of 
miracles with which they abound. It is perfectly 
hopeless, as well as mischievous, to endeavour to 
retain it as a portion of authentic history. 



fiiT^r^g is supposed to correspond to the Hebrew hath, which was 
equal to 1^ Roman amphora, or 8*7 gallons ; the whole quantity 
would therefore be from 104 to 156 gallons. 



RESULTS OF THE FOREGOISCJ CRITICISM. 



The concluaion at which we have arrived in the fore- 
going chapters is of vital moment, and deserves to be 
fuliy developed, "When duly wrought out, it will be 
found the means of extricating Religion from Ortho- 
doxy — of rescuing Christianity from Calvinism. We 
have seen that the Gospels, while they give a fair and 
faithful outline of Christ's character and teaching 
(the Synoptical gospels at least) fill up that outline 
with much that is not authentic ; that many of the 
statements therein related are not historical, but 
mystical or legendary ; and that portions at least of 
the language ascribed to Jesus were nevi r uttered by 
him, hut originated either with the Evangelists them- 
selves, or more frequently in the traditional stores 
from which they drew their materials. We cannot, 
indeed, say in all cases, nor even in most cases, witk 
certainty — in many we cannot even pronounce with 
any very strong probability — that such and such 
particular expressions or discoui ses are, or are not, the 
genuine utterances of Clirist. With respect to some, 
we can say with confidence, that they are liat from 
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him ; with respect to others, we can say with almost 
equal confidence that they are his actual words ; but 
with regard to the majority of passages, this certainty 
is not attainable. But as we hnow that much did not 
proceed from Jesus — that much is imhistorical and 
ungenuine — ^we are entitled to conclude — we are even 
forcedy by the very msimct of om- reasoning faculty, 
to conclude that the unhistorical and ungenuine 
passages are those in which Jesus is represented as 
speaking and. acting in a manner unconformable to his 
character as otherwise delineated, irreconcilable with 
the teuour of his teaching as elsewhere described, and 
at variance with those grand moral and spiritual truths 
which have commanded the assent of all disciplined 
and comprehensive minds, and which could scarcely 
have escaped an intellect so just, wide, penetrating, 
and profound, as that of our great Teacher. 

Most reflecting minds rise from a perusal of the 
gospel history with a clear, broad, vivid conception of 
the character and mission of Christ, notwithstanding 
the many passages at which they have stumbled, and 
which they have felt — perhaps with needless alarm 
and self-reproach — to be incongruous and unharmoniz- 
ing with the great whole. The question naturally 
arises, Did these incongruities and inconsistencies 
really exist in Christ himself? or, are they the result 
of the imperfect and unhistorical condition in which 
tiis biography has been transmitted to us ? The 
answer, it seems to us, ought to be this : — We cannot 
proiv, it is true, that some of these unsuitabilities did 
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m 

not exist in Christ himself, but we have shown that 
many of them belong to the history, not to the subject 
of the history, and it is only fair, therefore, in the 
absence of contrary evidence, to conclude that the 
others also are due to th^ same origin. 

Now the peculiar, startling, perplexing, revolting, 
and contradictory doctrines of modem orthodoxy — so 
far as they have originated from or are justified by 
the Gospels at all — ^have originated from, or are 
lustified by, not the general tenour of Christ's charac- 
ter and preaching, but those single, unharmonizing, 
discrepant, texts of which we have been speaking. 
Doctrines, which unsophisticated men feel to be inad- 
missible and repellant, and which those who hold them 
most devotedly, secretly admit to be fearful and per- 
plexing, are founded on particular passages which 
contradict the generality of Christ's teaching, but 
which, being attributed to him by the evangelists, 
have been regarded as endowed with an authority 
which it would be profane and dangerous to resist. In 
showing, therefore, that several of these passages did 
not emanate from Christ, and that in all probability 
none of them did, we conceive that we shall have 
rendered a vast service to the cause of true religion, 
and to those numerous individuals in whose tortured 
minds sense and, conscience have long struggled for the 
mastery. We will elucidate this matter by a few 
specifications.^ 

^ It is true that many of the doctrines in question had not a 
scriptural origin at all, but an ecclesiastical one ; and, when origi- 
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One of the most untenable, unphilosophical, un- 
charitable doctrines of the orthodox creed — one most 
peculiarly stamped with the impress of the bad passions 
of humanity — ^is, that belief (by which is generally 
signified belief in Jesus as the Son of God, the pro- 
mised Messiah, a Teacher sent down from Heaven on 
a special mission to redeem mankind) is esserdial, and 
the one thing essential, to Salvation, The source of 
this doctrine must doubtless be sought for in that 
intolerance of opposition unhappily so common 
among men, and in that tendency to ascribe bad 
motives to those who arrive at diflferent conclusions 
from themselves, which prevails so generally among 
unchastened minds. But it cannot be denied that the 
gospels contain many texts which clearly aflSrm or 
fully. imply a doctrine so untenable and harsh. Let 
us turn to a •few of these, and inquire into the degree 
of authenticity to which they are probably entitled. 

The most specific assertion of the tenet in question, 
couched in that positive, terse, sententious, damnatory 
language so dear to orthodox divines, is found in the 
spurious portion of the gospel of Mark (c. xvi. 16),^ 
and is there by the writer, whoever he was, unscrupu- 

nated, were defended by texts from the epistles, rather than the 
gospels. The authority of the epistles we shall consider in a sub- 
sequent chapter, but if in the meantime we can show that those 
doctrines have no foundation in the language of Christ, the chief 
obstacle to the renunciation of them is removed. 

* " He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved ; but he that 
believeth not shall be damned," a passage which, were it not happily 
spurious, would suffice to ^^ damn" the book which contains it. 
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lously put into the mouth of Jesus after his resurrec- 
tion. In the synoptical gospels may be found a few 
texts which may be wrested to support the doctrine, 
but there are none which teach it. But when we 
come to the fourth gospel we find several passages 
similar to that in Mark,^ proclaiming Salvation to 
believers, but all in the peculiar style and spirit of 
the Author of ihe first Epistle of John, which abounds 
in denunciations precisely similar* (but directed, it is 
remarkable, apparently against heretics, not against 
infidels, against those who believe amiss, not against 
those who do not believe at all) — all, too, redolent of 
the temper of that Apostle who wished to call down 
fire from heaven on an unbelieving village, and who 
was rebuked by Jesus for the savage avd presumptuous 
suggestion. 

In the last chapter we have shown that the style 
of these passages is of a nature to point to John, and 
not to Jesus, as their author, and that the spirit of 
them is entirely hostile and incompatible with the 
language of Jesus in other parts more obviously faith- 
ful. It appears, therefore, that the passages con- 
firmatory of the doctrine in question are found 
exclusively in a portion of the synoptists which is 
certainly spurious, and in portions of the fourth gospel 
which are almost certainly unhistorical ; and that they 
are contradicted by other passages in all the gospels. 



1 John iii. 16, 18, 36 ; v. 24 ; vi. 29, 40, 47 ; xi. 25, 26 ; xx, 31. 
« 1 John ii. 19, 22, 23 ; iv. 2, 3, 6, 15 ; v. 1, 5, 10, 12, 13. 
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It only remains to show that as the doctrine is at 
variance with the spirit of the mild and benevolent 
Jesus, so it is too obviously unsound not to have been 
recognised as such by one whose clear and grand 
intelligence was informed and enlightened by so pure 
a heart 

In the first place, Christ must have known that the 
same doctrine will be presented in a very different 
manner, and with very different degrees of evidence 
for its truth, by different preachers ; so much so that 
to resist the arguments of one preacher would imply 
either dtdness of comprehension or obstmate and 
wilful blindness, while to yield to the arguments of his 
colleague would imply weakness of understanding or 
instability of purpose. The same doctrine may be 
presei^Jed and defended by one preacher so clearly, 
rationally, and forcibly that all sensible men (idiosyn- 
cracies apart) must accept it, and by another preacher 
so feebly, corruptly, and confusedly, that all sensible 
men must reject it. The rejection of the Christianity 
preached by Luther, and of the Christianity preached 
by Tetzel, of the Christianity preached by Loyola and 
Dunstan, and of the Christianity preached by Oberlin 
and Pascal, cannot be worthy of the same condemna- 
tion. Few Protestants, and no Catholics, will deny 
that Christianity has been so presented to men as to 
make it a simple affair both of sense and virtue to 
reject it. To represent, therefore, the reception of a 
doctrine as a matter of merit, or its rejection as a 
matter of blame, without reference to the consideration 
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how Wild hy whom, it is preached, is to leave out the 
main element of judgment — ^an error which could not 
have been committed by the just and wise Jesus. 

Further. The doctrine and the passages in ques- 
tion ascribe to " belief" the highest degree of merit, 
and the sublimest conceivable reward — " eternal life ;" 
and to " disbelief," the deepest wickedness, and the 
most fearful penalty, " damnation," and ** the wrath of 
God." Now, here we have a logical error, betraying 
a confusion of intellect which we may well scruple to 
ascribe to Jesus. Belief is an effect produced by a 
cause. It is a condition of the mind induced by the 
operation of evidence presented. Being, therefore, an 
effect, and not an act, it cannot be, or have, a merit. 
The moment it becomes a distinctly voluntary act {and 
therefore a thing of which merit can be predicated) 
it ceases to be genuine — it is then brought about (if 
it be not an abuse of language to name this state 
" belief") by the will of the individual, not by the 
bond fide operation of evidence upon his mind — 
which brings us to the reduetio ad abaurdum, that 
belief can only become meritorious by ceasing to be 
honest. 

In sane and competent minds, if the evidence pre- 
sented is sufficient, belief will follow as a necessary 
consequence — if it does not follow, this can only arise 
from the evidence adduced being insufficient — and in 
such case to pretend belief, or to attempt belief, would 
be a forfeiture of mental integrity ; and cannot there- 
fore be meritorious, but the reverse. To disbelieve 



g4 ti^ mim> V^' miiJi0^i»*iMM> 



fc>4ilul -UM' vody Uic^AAu<; 4t lit fcut^t liff «>wii«3d in- 

h'u 44.atJ>vi"Hy. 

i'i<^uj iJvliii iii. l^y tlii; diM^i'Mii' mtpli^ w n^ tviliul 

l^ui Uii^^ iyu>i fc/Ui i^MWjK^^m^ '*i*li'M*M«. TJU^ *u«nitii!t 

A}iiim Ui ^^^ftf^^^* \m4ih4^m, At^i ^^ f^^ *^iU 
h^WHf^ fitii«g miWJi^i for rwwttra, ttiwl wbkjli, if not 



RESULTB OF THE FOBEQOIHO CBITICISIL 65 

bcmestly attained, ib hollow, &lIacioii8, and deserving 
iA puni«bment rath^ than of reoompensa 

We are aware that the orthodox seek to escape 
from the dilemma, by asserting that beUef results from 
the state <A the heart, and tbat if this be right belief 
will inevitably follow. This is simply fedse in fiEtct. 
How many excellent, virtuous, and humble minds, in 
all ages, have been anxwus, but unable to believe — 
have prayed earnestly for belief, and suffered bitterly 
for disbelief — ^in vain ! 

The dogma of the Divinity, or, as it is called in the 
technical language of polemics, Ike proper Deity, of 
Christ, though historically proveable to have had an 
ecclesiastical, not an evangelical, origin^ — ^though 
clearly negatived by the whole tenour of the synoptical 
gospels, and even by some passages in the fourth 
gospel [and though it is difficult to read the narrative 
of his career with an unforestalled mind without being 
-clear that Jesus had no notion of such a belief himself, 
and would have repudiated it with horror] — can yet 
appeal to several isolated portions and texts, as 
suggesting and confirming, if not asserting it. On 
close examination, however, it will be seen that all 
these passages are to be found either in the fourth 
gospel — which we have already shown reason to con- 
clude is throughout an unscrupulous and most inexact 



^ ** The Unscriptnral Origin and Ecclesiastical History of the 
Doctrine of the Trinity," by the Rev, J, HamiUon Thorn, 

II. £ 
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jfoarxphnae of daigl^B teaching — or in those portions 
of the three first gospels which, on other accounts and 
from independent trains of argument, have been 
selected as at least of qoesticmable aathenticity. It is 
true that the doctrine in question is now chiefly 
defended by reference to the Epistles; but at the 
same time it would scarcely be held so tenaciously by 
the orthodox if it were found to be wholly destitute of 
evcmyeUcal support Now, i^e passages which appear 
most confirmatory of Christ's Deity, or Divine Nature, 
are, in the first place, the narratives of the Incarna- 
tion, or the miraculous Conception, as given by 
Matthew and Luke. We have already entered pretty 
fully into the consideration of the authenticity of these 
portio'js of Scripture, and have seen that we may 
almost with certainty pronounce them to be fabulous, 
or mythical. The two narratives do not harmonize 
with each other; they neutralize and negative the 
genealogies on which depended so large a portion of 
the proof of Jesus being the Messiah ;^ — the marvel- 
lous statement they contain is not referred to in any 
subsequent portion of the two gospels, and is tacitly 
but positively negatived by. several passages — it is 
never mentioned in the Acts or in the Epistles, and 
was evidently unknown to all the Apostles — and, 

> Tho MeBfliah must, acoording to Jewish prophecy, be a lineal 
d(«OiMi(lant of David : this Christ was, according to the genealogies : 
this ho was not, if the miraculous conception be a fact. If, there- 
fore, Josus oame into being as Matthew and Luke affirm, we do 
not see how he oould have been the Messiah. 
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finally, the tone of the narrative, especially in 
Luke, is poetical and legendary, and bears a marked 
similarity to the stories contained in the apocryphal 
gospels. 

The only other expressions in the three first gospels 
which lend the slightest countenance to the doctrine 
in question, are the acknowledgements of the disciples, 
the centurion, and the demoniacs, that Jesus was the 
Son of God,^ — some of which we have already shown 
to be of very questionable genuineness, — and the 
voice from heaven said to have been heard at the 
baptism and the transfiguration, saying, " This is my 
beloved Son," &c. But, besides that, as shown in 
chapter vii., considerable doubt rests on the accuracy 
of the first of these relations : the testimony borne by 
the heavenly voice to Jesus can in no sense mean that 
he was physically the Son of God, or a partaker of 
the divine nature, inasmuch as the very same expres- 
sion was frequently applied to others, and as indeed a 
" Son of God " was, in the common parlance of the 
Jews, simply a prophet, a man whom God had sent, 
or to whom he had spoken.* 

But when we come to the fourth gospel, especially 



1 An expression here merely signifying a Prophet or the Messiah. 

■ ** The Lord hath said unto me (David), Thou art my Son ; 
this day have I begotten thee." — (Ps. ii. 7.) Jehovah says of 
Solomon, ** I will be his father, and he shall be my son." — (2 Sam. 
vii. 14.) The same expression is applied to Israel (Exod. iv. 22, 
,Hos. xi. 1), and to David (Ps. Ixxxix. 27). " I have said, Ye 
are gods, and all of you are children of the Most High." — (Ps. 
Ixxxii. 6). *' If he called them gods, unto whom the word of God 
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U> those ponionn c4 h whose peeoliar style betrays 
ih»t they came from John, and not from Jesna, 
the C8u»e i» -^etj difTerent. We find here many 
paMageti evidently intended to coskYej the impreasioii 
that Je«a» wan endowed with a superhnman nature, 
but nearly all expremed in language saTooring less of 
Cbrmtian simplicity than of Alexandrian philo60|^y. 
The evangelist commences his gospel with a confused 
statement of the Platonic doctrine as modified in 
Alexandria, and that the Logos was a partaker of the 
Divine Nature, and was the Creator of the world ; on 
which he proceeds to engraft his own notion, i^at 
Jesus was this Logos — that the Logos or the divine 
wisdom, the second person in Plato's Trinity, became 
flesh in the person of the prophet of Nazareth. Now, 
can any one read the epistles, or the three first gospels 
— or even the whole of the fourth — and not at 
onco repudiate the notion that Jesus was, and knew » 
himself to be, the Creator of the World ? — which John 
affirms him to have been. Throughout this gospel 
wo find coustant repetitions of the same endeavour to 
maku out a superhuman nature for Christ; but the 
uiig(3nuinonoHs of thoso passages has already been fully 
couHidonMl. 



muio/* ko. — (John x. B5.) ^* Behold what manner of love the 
Fnihor liath bt^stowod u^mn us, that we should be called the Sons 
of (iwl. . . . Hclovod, now are wo the Sons of God." — (1 John, 
iii. 1, St.) (8uo aluo (iliU. iii. 2C ; iv. 5, C.) ** As many as are led 
by thp Bplrlt of Owl, thoy art* the Sons of God.** — (Rom. viii. 14.) 
** Hut to as nmuy as rocoivtHi him, ho gave power to become the 
ISoiis of Gkxl*'— (^Johii i. 12. 
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[Take, again, the doctrine of the Eternity of future 
punishments — ^the most impo8»i6?6 of the tenets included 
in the popular creed. It rests upon and is affinned by 
one single Gtospel text, Matt. xxv. 46 ; — ^for, though "hell 
fire," " everlasting fire " — i.e., the fire that was kept 
perpetually burning in the adjacent valley of Gehenna 
for the consumption of the city refuse — ^is often spoken 
of as typifying the fate of the wicked, yet the expres- 
sion distinctly implies, not everlasting life in fire, hut 
the precise opposite, — ^namely death, annihilation, total 
destruction, in a fire ever at hand and never 
extinguished. The doctrine is not only in diametric 
antagonism to all that we can conceive or accept of 
the attributes of the Grod of Jesus, but to the whole 
spirit and teaching of our Great Master. It is at 
variance with other texts and with the general view ^ 
gathered from authentic Scripture, which teaches the 
" perishing," the " death," of the wicked, not their 
everlasting life in torment And finally, the isolated 
text in question occurs in one only of the gospels, — 
and occurs there (as will be seen by comparing Matt, 
xxv. 31, with xxiv. 30) in immediate connection with 
the prophecy as to the coming of the end of the world 
within the Ufe-time of the then existing generation,— 
a prophecy, the erroneousness of which is now 
demonstrated, and which there is (to say the least) no 



^ See countless arguments from the pens, not of unbelievers, 
but of qualified divines — among later ones, ** Harmony of Scrip- 
ture on future Punishments," by the Rev. S. Minton, and a paper 
by '* AngUcanus," in the Contemporary Review , for May 1872. 
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need for believing ever to have come out of the 
mouth of Christ. What are called the " eschatological " ' 
discourses are notoriously among the passages in the 
gospels of most questionable genuineness. 

Yet it is on the authority of a single verse so 
suspiciously located, so repeatedly contradicted else- 
where either distinctly or by implication, and so 
flagrantly out of harmony with the spirit both of 
Theism and of Christianity, that we are summoned to 
accept a dogma revolting alike to our purer instincts 
and our saner reason 1] 

Once more : the doctrine of the Atonement, of 
Christ's death having been a sacrifice in expiation of 
the sins of mankind, is the keystone of the common 
form of modem orthodoxy. It takes its origin from 
the epistles, and we believe can only appeal to three 
texts in the evangelists, for even partial confirmation. 
In Matth. xx. 28, it is said, "The Son of Man came, 
not to be ministered unto, but to minister, and to 
give his life a ransom for many/' an expression which 
may counten/ince the doctrine, but assuredly does not 
contain it. Again in Matth. xxvi 28, we find, "This 
is my blood of the New Testament, which is shed for 
many for the remission of fiirw." Mark (xiv. 24) and 
Luke (xxi. 20), however, who gave the same sentence, 
both omit the signifijcant eocpression; while John 
omits, not only the expression, but the entire narrative 
of the institution of the Eucharist, which is said else- 
where to have been the occasion of it. In the fourth 
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gospel, John the Baptist is represented as saying of 
Jesus (i. 29), " Behold the Lamb of Gk>d, which taketh 
away the sin of the world," an expression which may 
possibly be intended to convey the doctrine, but which 
occurs in what we have already shown to be about the 
most apociyphal portion of the whole gospel 

In fine, then, we arrive at this irresistible conclu- 
sion ; that — ^knowing several passages in the evange- 
lists to be unauthentic, and having reason to suspect 
the authenticity of many others, and scarcely being 
able with absolute certainty to point to any which are 
perfectly and indubitably authentic — the probability 
m favour of the fidelity of any of the texts relied on 
to prove the peculiar and perplexing doctrines of 
modern orthodoxy, is far inferior to the probability 
against the truth of those doctrines. A doctrine 
perplexing to our reason and painful to our feelings 
Tnay be from God ; but in this case the proof of its 
being from God must be proportionally clear and 
irrefragable ; the assertion of it in a narrative which 
does not scruple to attribute to God's Messenger words 
which he never uttered, is not only no proof, but scarcely 
even amounts to a presumption. There is no text in 
the evangelists, the divine (or Christian) origin of 
which is sufficiently unquestionable to enable it to 
serve as the foundation of doctrines repugnant to 
natural feeling or to common sense. 

But, it will be objected, if these conclusions are 
sound, absolute uncertainty is thrown over the whole 
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l^^mytiX ki^tory, «ad over all duisfs teaching. To this 
w« r^^plj/ i^ 2mme, in the language of Algernon 
Hydf^y, ** No eomiequenee can destroy any truth ; ** 
t\^ tioUi matter (or consideration i», Are our arguments 
correct 1 not, Do they lead to a result which is embar- 
rimiiinfi aiid unwelcome ? 

But the inference is excemve ; the premises do not 
reach so &r. The uncertainty thrown is not over the 
main poinU of Christ's history, which, after all its 
rutrenchments, still stands out an intelligible though 
a skeleton account — not over the grand features, the 
pervading tone, of his doctrines or his character, 
which still present to us a clear, consistent, and splen- 
did delineation ; but over those individual 8tatement8, 
passages, and discourses, which mar this delineation, 
which break its unity, which destroy its consistency, 
which cloud its clearness, which tarnish its beauty. 
The gain to us seems immense. It is true, we have 
no longer abaoluts certainty with regard to any one 
especial text or scene : such is neither necessary nor 
uttiiiinablQ ; it is true that, instead of passively accept- 
ing the whole heterogeneous and indigestible mass, 
wo nuiHt, by tlio ctiroful and conscientious exercise of 
thoDU faoultioa with which we are endowed, by ratio- 
ohmtiou and moral tact» separate what Christ did, 
ti'oxu what ho did not teach, as best we may. But 
tho U^k will bo difficult to those only who look in the 
|{\^pola for a nniuite, dogmatic, and sententious creed 
— 4U>t to tl^oso who seek only to learn Christ's spirit. 
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that they may imbibe it, and to comprehend his 
views of virtue and of God, that they may draw 

strength and consolation from those fountains of Uving 

water. ^ 



^ ^^ The character of the record is such that I see not how any 
great stress can be laid on particular actions attributed to Jesus. 
That he lived a divine life, suffered a violent death, taught and 
lived a most beautiful religion — this seems the great fact about 
which a mass of truth and error has been collected.'^ — ^Theodore 
Parker, Discourse, p. 188. 



CHAPTER XII. 

THE LIMITS OF APOSTOLIC WISDOM AND AUTHORITY. 

We now come to the very important question — ^as to 
the amount of authority which belongs to the teaching 
of the apostles. Are they to be implicitly relied on 
as having fully imbibed Christ's spirit ? and as faith- 
ful, competent, infallible expounders of his doctrine ? 
May we, in a word, regard their teaching as the teach- 
ing of Jesus himself ? 

What their teaching was we know with perfect cer- 
tainty, though not with all the fulness that might be 
desired. We have the teaching itself in the epistles, 
and a record of it in the Acts. 

The latter work is not perfectly to be relied on. 
It conveys a vivid, and on the whole, in all probabi- 
lity, a faithful, picture of the formation of the early 
Christian churches, their suflFerings, their stjniggles, 
their proceedings, and the spirit which animated 
them ; and, being written by a participator in those 
events, and a companion of Paul ^ through a portion 

^ Luke is generally considered to be the same as Silas. It is 
remarked that when Silas is represented in the narrative as being 
with Paul, the narrator speaks in the first person plural. "We 
came to Samothrace," &c. &c., xvi. 11 ; Rom. xvi. 21; Col. iv. 14; 
2 Thes. i. 1 ; 2 Tim. iv. 11 ; Philem. 24. 
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of his missionary wanderings, must be regarded as 
Tnainly liistorical ; and we shall, therefore, make use 
of the narrative with considerable confidence. But, 
as a source for discovering the special doctrines 
preached by the apostles, it is of questionable safety, 
inasmuch as the writer evidently allowed himself the 
freedom indulged in by all historians of antiquity — 
of composing speeches in the names of his actors ; 
and thus the discourses, both of Paul and Peter, can 
only be regarded as proceeding from Luke himself, 
containing, probably, much that was said, but much, 
also, that was only fitting to have been said, on such 
occasions. 

We have already adduced one unmistakable 
instance of this practice in a previous chapter, where 
Luke not only gives the speech of Gamaliel in a secret 
Council of the Sanhedrim, from which the apostles 
were expressly excluded,^ but makes him refer, in the 
past tense, to an event which did not take place till 
some years after the speech was delivered. In the 
same way we have long discourses delivered by 
Stephen, Peter, and Paul, at some of which Luke 
Tnay have been present, but which it is impossible 
he should have remembered verbatim ; we have the 
same invalid argument and erroneous reference to 
prophecy regarding the resurrection of Christ put into 
the mouths of two such opposite characters as Peter 
and Paul (ii. 27, xiii. 35) ; we have another account 



^ ActB V. 34. 
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of a conversation in a secret council of the Jews (iv. 
15-17) ; we have the beautiful oration of Paul at 
Athens, when we know that he was quite alone (xvii. 
14, 15) ; we have the private conversation of the 
Ephesian craftsmen, when conspiring against the 
apostles (xix. 25, 27) ; we have the private letter of 
the Chief Captain Lysias to Felix (xxiii. 26); we have 
two private conversations between Festus and Agrippa 
about Paul (xxv. 14-22, and xxvi. 31, 32) ; and all 
these are given in precisely the style and manner of an 
ear-witness. We cannot, therefore, feel certain that 
any particular discourses or expressions attributed by 
Luke to the apostles were really, genuinely, and un- 
alteredly, theirs. In the epistles, however, they speak 
for themselves, and so far there can be no mistake as 
to the doctrines they believed and taught 

Before proceeding further we wish to premise one 
remark. The epistles contained in our canon are 
twenty-one in number, viz. fourteen of Paul (including 
the Hebrews), three of John, two of Peter, one of 
James, and one of Jude. But the authorship of the 
Epistle to the Hebrews is more than doubtful ; the 
second of Peter, the second and third of John, and 
even those of James and Jude, were at a very early 
period reckoned among the spurious or doubtful 
writings.^ The epistles of certain or acknowledged 

1 De Wette, i. 69-83. See also Hug, 583-650. The Epistle of 
James we are still disposed to consider genuine ; that of Jude is 
unimportant ; the second of Peter, and the third of John, are 
almost certainly spurious. 
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genuineness are thus reduced to fifteen, viz. thirteen 
of Paul, one of John, and one of Peter. 

Thus, of fifteien epistles, of which we can pronounce 
with tolerable certainty that they are of apostolic 
origin, two only proceeded from the companions of 
Jesus, and the remaining thirteen from a man who 
had never seen him, save in a vision, nor heard his 
teaching, nor learnt from his disciples ; — o, converted 
persecutor, who boasted that he received his instruc- 
tions from direct supernatural communications.^ 

We will now proceed to establish the following pro- 
positions : — 

I. That the Apostles difiFered from each other in 
opinion, and disagreed among themselves. 

II. That they held and taught some opinions which 
we know to have been erroneous. 

III. That both in their general tone, and in some 
important particulars, their teaching differed materially 
from that of Christ as depicted in the synoptical 
gospels. 

I. Infallible expounders of a system of Religion or 
Philosophy cannot disagree among themselves as to 
the doctrines which compose that system, nor as to 
the spirit which should pervade it. Now, the Apostles 
did disagree among themselves in their exposition of 
the nature and constituents of their Masters system — 



Galatlaus i. 11-19. 
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mA Hhm, Wf, m tuMen fA tn^ nasSL a^sSeaofoe; 

m tf^/t^ f^^/rA^ in AnU xr. 39, whidi, hcnrerer 
nft4ii(f$HieA, nr^, mn Ussa^ vaJtMsal erea to bohr men ; 
t^M^ ArH r^y^A^ dUpnie among tbe .^lostles we find 
i/p ttMf^. r*fhU4^l to a rnsUier of the most esBential 
\u$\ffffiM$t*A to t}i« cbaracter of CSiristianity — ^fdz., 
whM)i^ /;r ri//t tb^ Goifpel should be preached to any 
)/tiit Jifwn^' 'Whid}ier the Gentiles were \o be admitted 
hit^; tb^ foM rrf' Cbrist ? We find (c. xL) that when 
i\m h\timi\ttn and brethren in Judea heard that Peter 
hnA VimiAm*A] U) vmi Gentiles, to eat with them, 
itf imwih Uf them, and even to baptize them, they 
m^rti tiMiAtriMm] and Hcandalined by the innovation, and 
" tumimiihul with him." The account of the discus- 
sion wliirjb onffuod throws light upon two very interest- 
\un qiifiMiioriM : upon the views entertained by Jesus 
lilnmnlf for at loost as to those conveyed by him to 
hiN (liMoiphm), riN to tho range and limit of his mission ; 
hihI n|Kin ili<* manner in which, and the grounds 
on wliirh rontrovorHios were decided in the early 
(llittrnh. 

W« linvrt b(»nn taiight to regard Jesus as a prophet 
who annonnncul biniHoIf aa sent from Qod on a mission 
1.0 prt^»ioh rt^ptuiiimoo, and to teach the way of life to 
nil nmnkind, aiul who loft behind him the Apostles to 
(Monpb^to tlio work which ho was compelled to leave 
\intlnUhi^(l Tho mission of Moses was to separate and 
iHl\tOAt.«^ a poo\tUar pooplo» apart tvom the rest of the 
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world, for the knowledge and worship of the one true 
God : — The mission of Christ was to bring all nations 
to that knowledge and worship — ^to extend to all 
mankind that salvation which, in his time, was con- 
sidered to belong to the Jews alone, as well as to 
point to a better and a wider way of life. Such is the 
popular and established notion. But when we look 
into the New Testament we find little to confirm this 
view, and much to negative it. Putting aside our own 
prepossessions, and inferences drawn from the character 
of Christ, and the comprehensive grandeur of his 
doctrine, nothing can well be clearer from the evidence 
presented to us in the Scriptures, than that Jesus con- 
sidered himself sent, not so much to the world at 
large as to the Jews exclusively, to bring back his 
countrymen to the true essence and spirit of that 
religion whose purity had in his days been so 
grievously corrupted ; and to elevate and enlarge their 
views from the stores of his own rich and comprehen- 
sive mind. 

It will be allowed by all that the Apostles, at the 
commencement of their ministry after the crucifixion of 
their Lord, had not the least idea that their mission 
extended to any but the Jews, or that their Master 
was anything but a Jewish Messiah and Deliverer. 
Their first impatient question to him when assembled 
together after the resurrection, is said to have been, 
" Lord, wilt thou at this time restore the kingdom to 
Israel V'^ The whole of the account we are now con- 

^ Acts i. 6. 



^0 m^ *mtete$t m c 



iiA^')9^ U'w^ vv^ M> ^/''yftj^ rtiYuil their iKXkiiis as to 

iiMf Mt^v/w hu^^/^ *A fA^f miuwUy. When Peter is 

M^H P/0 i/y ^ //ffi^Jiim, M$A ttissum the rehudaa of his 

y^<¥^; f>^ ^>t:/;iiM//^y m if u p^ectly new idea lud 

Ap^'/^fe hii/;^ '' ^>f « imitb I perceive that God is no 

0i^ftft^0- $4 i^^f/fm; t/ut in every nation he that 

fmfi^U UUn H4^4 wotl^tdU riifhUsouHnew is accepted of 

him'* {K^'iM M. Hi) ; mA hit n^Hm on to expound "the 

mtrA ¥ihU'U (UhI mni Up llt4i children of Israel^ (v. 

ffOj, mii\ wht<;h ih^ h\Hmi\im were commanded to 

'^{iff^mAi Up iliM \HM9\tW* (v. 42), ''the people/' as the 

mnUiui (v, 41) wttowM, meaning Himply the Jews. The 

Juw\fih ImltMVnrM, wti aro told (v. 46), "as many as 

imu» with PMUir wc^m tMioniNhod, beoa/use that on the 

(hnlUfji almp wim tHiurcul out the gift of the Holy 

(IImwI,** Wlimi P«tor wiw called to account by the 

nUitu* ApoMtldN for having proachod to and baptized 

Ottnt.ilt>N (xi. I) - a proocu^ding which evidently (xi 2, 

n) Hhookc^cl and NurprUcHl thorn all — he justified him- 

Hc^lC not hy h'fortuioo to any conunands of Jesus, not 

l\y cpiotlng prmn^pt or oxamplo of his Master, but 

Nintply by isolating a viHion or droam which he sup- 

\s\\mH\ to p»^>o«>od (www a divine suggestion. The 

dt^lonoc^ Ap)xvaiHH( valid to tho brothren, and they 

tnfv^nvt) lV>n\ it^ in a manntxr which shows what a 

n«>w M\\\ \uu>xj><vt«Hj light had brokon in upon them, — 

" ffcrt» hath Otvl aUo to tho (^ontilo^ granted repentance 

w^tx> lilV** (xi» IS.) Now» Oi>uld this have been the 

^vw»<\ had il^ri^t givon hi.^ discipKvs any commission to 

^MxvAoh iho gt\^^H^l to tho Otinlilo^s o^ given them the 
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slightest reason to suppose that other nations besides 
the Jews were included in that commission ? (See 
also for confirmation xi 19, and xiii. 46.) It is to be 
observed also that throughout the elaborate arguments 
contained in the Epistle to the Romans, to show that 
the gospel ought to be preached to the Gentiles — that 
there is no difference between Greek and Jew, &c. — 
Paul, though he quotes largely from the Hebrew Pro- 
phets, Tiever appeals to any aayvaga of Jesus, in con- 
firmation of his view ; and in the A.cts, in two instances, 
his mission to the Gentiles is represented as arising 
out of a direct subsequent revelation (in a vision) to 
himself. (Acts xxii. 21; xxvi. 17; ix. 15.) 

As, therefore, none of the Apostles, either in their 
writings or in their discussions, appeal to the sayings 
or deeds of Christ during his lifetime as their warrant 
for preaching the gospel to the Gentiles, but on the 
contrary, one and all manifest a total ignorance of any 
such deeds or sayings — we think it must be concluded 
that the various texts extant, conveying his commands 
to "preach the gospel to all nations," could never 
have proceeded from him, but are to be ranked among 
the many ascribed sayings, embodying the ideas of a 
later period, which we find both in the Acts and the 
evangelists.^ None of these are quoted or referred to 

^ These texts are the following (Matth. viii. 11, 12) : " Many 
shall come from the east and west, and shall sit down with 
Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob, in the kingdom of Heaven. But 
the children of the kingdom shall be cast into outer darkness.^* 
This, however, as well as the parable of the vineyard (xxi. 43), 

II. F 
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by the Apostles in their justification, and therefor* 1 
could not have heen known to them, and, sinoa 1 
unknown, could not be authentic. 

On the other hand, there are several passages in t 
gospels which, if genuine, clearly indicate that it i 
not from any neglect or misunderstanding of the 
instructions of their Lord, that the Apostles regarded 
their mission as confined to the Jews. " Go not into 
the way of the Gentiles, ajid into any city of the 
Samaritans enter ye not : but go rather to the 
lost sheep of the house of Israel" (Matth. x. 5, 
6.) " I am not sent but to the lost sheep of 
the house of Israel" (Matth, xv, 24.) " Verily 
I say unto you, that ye which have followed me, in 
the regeneration when the Son of Man shall sit in the 
throne of his glory, ye also shall sit upon twelve 
thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel" (Matth. 
xix. 28).^ " It is easier for heaven and earth to pass 

and tbat of the supper (Luke siv. ]6), might be merely an 
indignant dentmciation called forth by the obstinacy of the Jews 
iu refusing to listen to bis claims. Matth. xxiv. 14, xxviii. 19 ; 
Mark xvi. 15, we have already shown reason to believe spurious ; 
and Luke xxiv. 47, with Acts i. 8, bear equal marks of uuauthen- 
ticity. It is true that Jesua talked with a Samaritan woman, and 
healed a Samaritan leper ; but tiie Samaritans were not Gentiles, 
only heretical Jews. We find from Acts viii. 6, 14, that the 
Apostles early and without scruple preached to and baptized 
Saiiiarilana. Jesus also healed a Gentile centurion's servant : but 
in the first place, the servant might have been a Jew, though his 
niaater was not; and, secondly, a temporal blessing, a simple act 
of charity, JesuB could not grudge even to strangers. 

' It is, however, nearly inipossible to consider this verse as 
genuine, especially when read in connection with ch. xx. 20-^8. 
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than one tittle of the law to fail" (Luke xvi. 17.) 
" Think not I am come to destroy the law and the 
prophets : I am not come to destroy, but to fulfil" 
(Matth. V. 17). "This day is salvation come to this 
house, forasmuch as he also is a son of Abraham" 
(Luke xix. 9.) "Salvation is of the Jews" (John 
iv. 22.) 

It would appear, then, that neither the historical 
nor the epistolary Scriptures give us any reason for sur- 
mising that Jesus directed, or contemplated, the spread 
of his gospel beyond the pale of the Jewish nation ; 
that the apostles at least had no cognizance of any 

« 

such views on his part; that when the question of the 
admission of the Gentiles to the knowledge of the gos- 
pel, came before them in the natural progress of events, 
it created considerable di£ference of opinion among 
them, and at first the majority were decidedly hostUe 
to any such liberality of view, or suph extension of 
their missionary labours. The mode in which the 
controversy was conducted, and the grounds on which 
it was decided, are strongly characteristic of the moral 
and intellectual condition of the struggling church at 
that early period. The objectors bring no argument 
to show why the Gentiles should not be admitted to 
the gospel light, but they put Peter at once on his 
defence, as having, in preaching to others than to Jews, 
done a thing which, pHmd facie, was out of rule, and 
required justification. And Peter replies to them, 
not by appeals to the paramount authority of Christ, 
— not by reference to the tenour of his life and teach- 
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ing,— not by citing the case of the Centurion's servant, 
or the Canaanitish woman, or the parables of the 
vineyard and the supper, — ^not by showing from the 
nature and fitness of things that so splendid a plan 
of moral elevation, of instruction — such a comprehen- 
sive scheme of redemption, according to the orthodox 
view^ — ought to be as widely preached as possible, 
— not by arguing that Christ had come into the 
world to spread the healing knowledge of Jehovah, 
of our God and * Father, to all nations, to save all 
sinners and all believers ; but simply by relating a 
vision, or rather a dream — the most natural one pos- 
sible to a man as hungry as Peter is represented to 
have been — ^the interpretation of which — at first a 
puzzle to him — is suggested by the simultaneous 
appearance of the messengers of Cornelius, who also 
pleads a heavenly vision as a reason for the summons. 
This justification would scarcely by itself have been 
sufiicient, for the dream might have meant nothing at 
all, or Peter's interpretation of it — evidently a doubt- 
ful and tentative one — might have been erroneous ; 
so he goes on to argue that the event showed him to 
have been right, inasmuch as, after his preaching, the 
Holy Ghost fell upon all the household of Cornelius : 
" And as I began to speak, the Holy Ghost fell on 

them, as on us at the beginning; forasmuch 

then as God gave them the like gift as unto us who 
believed on the Lord Jesus Christ ; what was I, that 
I could withstand God?" (Acts xi. 15, 17). This 
argument clenched the matter, satisfied the brethren. 
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and settled, once for all, the question as to the admis- 
sion of the Gentiles into the church of Christ. 

It becomes necessary, therefore, to inquire more 
closely into the nature of this argument which 
appeared to the apostles so conclusive and irre- 
fragable. What was this Holy Spirit ? and in what 
way did it manifest its presence ? so that the apostles 
recognised it at once as the special and most peculiar 
gift vouchsafed to believers. 

The case, as far as the Acts and the epistles enable 
us to learn it, appears clearly to have been this : — 
The indication — or at least the most common, specific, 
and indubitable indication — of the Holy Spirit having 
fallen upon any one, was his beginning to " speak 
with tongues," to utter strange exclamations, unknown 
words, or words in an unknown tongue. Thus, in the 
case of the apostles on the day of Pentecost, we are 
told, " They were all filled with the Holy Ghost, and 
began to speak with other tongues, as the Spirit gave 
them utterance " (Acts ii. 4). Again, in the case of 
the household of Cornelius, " And they .... were 
astonished .... because that on the Gentiles also 
was poured out the gift t)f the Holy Ghost. For they 
heard them speak with tongues, and magnify God" 
(x. 45, 46). The same indication appeared also in 
the case of the disciples of the Baptist, whom Paul 
found at Ephesus : ** And when Paul had laid his 
hands on them, the Holy Ghost came upon them ; 
a/nd tliey spake with tongues, and prophesied" (xix. 6). 
The " speaking with tongues " (to which in the last 
instance is added " prophesying," or preaching) is the 
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only specified external manifestation, cognisable by the 
senses, by which it was known that such and such 
individuals had received the Holy Ghost What, then, 
was this " speaking with tongues ? " ^ 

The popular idea is, that it was the power of speak- 
ing foreign languages without having learned them — 
supematurally, in fact. This interpretation derives 
coimtenance, and probably its foundation, from the 
statement of Luke (Acts ii. 2-8), which is considered 
to intimate that the apostles preached to each man of 
their vast and motley audience in his own native lan- 
guage. But there are many diflBculties in the way of 
this interpretation, and much reason to suspect in the 
whole narrative a large admixture of the mythic ele- 
ment. ' • 

1. We have already seen that Luke is not to be 
implicitly trusted as an historian ; and some remark- 
able discrepancies between the accounts of the gospels 
and the Acts will be noted in a subsequent chapter, 
when we treat of the Resurrection and Ascension.* 

2. It appears from Matthew (x. 1, 8, 20), that the 
Holy Spirit had been already imparted to the apostles 
during the lifetime of Jesus, and a second outpouring 



1 See also the passage in the spurious addition to Mark's Gospel 
(xvi. 17). " And these signs shall follow them that believe : in 
my name shall they cast out devils'; they shall speak with new 
tonf^tiesy^^ &c The date at which this interpolation waa written 
is unknown, but it serves to show that, at that period, speaking 
with new tongues was one of the established signs of belief. 

* See also similar differences between the Acts and the Epistles' 
of Paul in narrating the same events. 
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therefore could not be required. John, however, tells 
us (xx. 20), that Jesus expressly and personally con- 
ferred this gift after his resurrection, but 6e/ore his 
ascension : " And when he had said this, he breathed 
on them, and saith unto them, Receive ye the Holy 
Ghost.'* But in the Acts, the "breathing" had 
become " a rushing mighty wind," and the outpouring 
of the Spirit is placed some days after the ascension, 
and the personal interposition is dispensed with. 
These discrepant accounts cannot all be faithful, and 
that of Luke is apparently the least authentic. 

3. We have no evidence anywhere that the apostles 
knew, or employed, any language except Hebrew (or 
Aramaic) and Greek— Greek being (as Hug has clearly 
proved ^) the common language in use throughout the 
eastern provinces of the Roman Empire. Nay, we 
have some reason to believe that they were not 
acquainted with other languages ; for by the general 
tradition of the early church,^ Mark is called the ** in- 

1 Hug, 11. 1, § 10, p. 826. 

3 Papias, IrenseuB, and Jerome all call him so. See Eusebius. 
Another consideration which renders the story still more doubtful 
is, that it appears very probable that Greek, though not always 
the native, was the current language, or a current language, 
among all those nations enumerated (vers. 9-10). Media, Mesopo- 
tamia, Asia Minor, Arabia, and Egypt were full of Greek cities, 
and Greek was generally spoken there. (See the dissertation of 
Hug, above referred to.) If therefore the apostles had addressed 
the audience in Greek, as it was probably their habit to do, they 
would naturally have been intelligible even to that miscellaneous 
audience. Acts xxii. 2, shows that even in Jerusalem addressing 
the people in Hebrew was an unusual thing. 
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terpreter" of Peter. Now, if Peter had been gifted as 
we imagine on the day of Pentecost, he would have 
needed no interpreter. 

4. The language in which the occurrence is related 
would seem to imply that the mii-acle was wrought 
upon the hearers, rather than on the speakers — that 
whatever the language in which the Apostles spoke, 
the audience heard them each man in his own. 
" When the multitude came together they were con- 
founded, because that every man heard them apeak 
m his own language.'* . . . . " Behold, are not all 
these which speak Galileans 1 And how Iiear we 
every man in our own tongue, wherein we were 
bom V The supposition that the different Apostles 
addressed different audiences in different languages, 
successively, is inconsistent with the text, which clearly 
indicates that the whole was one transaction^ and took 
place at one time. " Peter standing up . . . said . . . 
These are not drunken as ye suppose, seeing it is but 
the third hour of the day,*' 

5. The people, we are told, "were in doubt" at the 
strange and incomprehensible phenomenon, and said, 
" What meaneth this ? " while others thought the 
Apostles must be drunk — a natural perplexity and 
surmise, if the utterances were incoherent and unin- 
telligible ejaculations — but not so, if they were dis- 
courses addressed to each set of foreigners in their 
respective languages. Moreover, Peter's defence is 
not what it would have been in the latter case. He 
does not say, " We have been endowed from on high 
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with the power of speaking foreign languages which 
we have never learned : we are, aa you say, ignorant 
Galileans, hut Qod haa given us this faculty that we 
might tell you of his Son ; " hut he assures them that 
those utterances which led them to suppose him and 
his fellow-disciples to he drunk were the consequences 
of that outpouring of spiritual emotion which had been 
prophesied as one of the concomitants of the millen- 
nium. "This is that which was spoken by the Prophet 
Joel ; and it shall come to pass in the last days, saith 
Jehovah, I will pour out of my Spirit upon all flesh ; 
and your sons and your daughters shall prophesy, and 
your young men shall see visions, and your old men 
shall dream dreams." 

6. Luke indicates in several passages, that in the 
other cases mentioned the Holy Spirit fell upon the 
recipients in the same manner, and ivith the same 
results, as on the Apostles on the day of Pentecost 
(Acts K. 47; xi. 15-17; xv. 8, 9'). Now, in these 
cases there is no reason whatever to believe that the 
" gift of tongues " meant the power of speaking 
foreign langut^es. In the first case {that of Cornelius) 
it could not have been this ; for as all the recipients 
began to " speak with tongues," and yet were membei-s 



' Peter Ba^, " Can any man forbid water, tbat tbese BhooM not 
be baptized, which have received the Holy Ghost as well a» ice f 
. . . "The Holy Ghoat tell on them, as on U3 al the beffinmng," 
.... " Forea<a}3iih, thea, BA God gave them ^ like gift as unto us." 
.... "And God gave tbem the Holy Gboat, even as unto us, and 
pal no difference between tu aad fft^ni.'' 
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of one household, such an unnecessary display of 
newly-acquired knowledge of power would have been in 
the highest degree impertinent and ostentatious. 

There can, we think, be no doubt — indeed we are 
not aware that any doubt has ever been expressed — 
that the remarks of Paul in the 12th, 13th, and 14th 
chapters of the first epistle to the Corinthians, 
respecting the " speaking with tongues," — the " gift of 
tongues," — " the unknown tongue," &a, — refer to the 
same faculty, or supposed spiritual endowment, spoken 
of in the Acts ; which fell on the Apostles at the day of 
Pentecost, and on the household of Cornelius, and the 
disciples of Apollos, as already cited. The identity of 
the gift referred to in all the cases is, we believe, 
unquestioned. Now the language of Paul clearly 
shows, that this " speaking with tongues " was not 
preaching in a foreign language, but in an unknown 
language; — that it consisted of unintelligible, and 
probably incoherent, utterances.^ He repeatedly dis- 
tinguishes the gift of tongues from that of preaching 
(or, as it is there called, prophesy), and the gift of 
speaking the unknown tongues from the gift of inter- 
preting the same. " To one is given by the Spirit 
the working of miracles ; to another pro- 
phesy ; to another divers ki/nda of tongues ; to another 
the interpretation of tongues." " Have all 



1 We are glad to corroborate our opinion by a reference to that 
of Neander, who, in his " History of the Planting of the Early 
Church,*^ comes to the same condosion, chap. L 
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the gifts of healing ? do all speak with tongues ? do 
all interpret ? " (1 Cor. xii. 10-30. See also xiii 
1, 2, 8.) " Let him that speaketh in an unknown 
tongue pray that he may interpret " (xiv. 13.) Again, 
he classes this power of tongues (so invaluable to mis- 
sionaries, had it been really a capacity of speaking 
foreign languages) very low among spiritual endow- 
ments. " First Apostles, secondarily prophets, thirdly 
teachers, after that miracles, then gifts of healing, 
helps, governments, (Zit;er^ie8 o/ tongues" (xii. 28.) 
'' Greater is he that prophesieth than he that speaketh 
with tongues " (xiv. 5). He further expressly explains 
this gift to consist in unintelligible utterances, which 
were useless to, and lost upon, the audience. "He 
that speaketh in an unknown tongue speaketh not 
unto man, but unto God, for no man understandeth 
him'* (xiv. 2). (See also ver. 6-9, 16.) Finally, he 
intimates pretty plainly that the practice of speaking 
these unknown tongues was becoming vexatious, and 
bringing discredit on the Church ; and he labours 
hard to discourage it. "I thank my God that I 
speak with tongues more than ye all : yet in the 
Church I had rather speak five words with my under- 
standing, that I might teach others also, than ten 
thousand words in an unknown tongue " (xiv. 18, 19). 
" If the whole Church be come together into one place, 
and all speak with tongues, and there come in un- 
learned men or unbelievers, will they not say ye are 
mad ? " (ver. 23). " If any man speak in an unknown 
tongue, let it be by two, or at most by three, and that 
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by course ; mad let one interpret For 

God is not the author of confusion, but of peace " 
(ver. 27-33). (See also ver. 39, 40.) 

It is, we think, almost impossible to read the whole 
of the three chapters from which the above citations 
are made, without coming to the conclusion that in 
the early Christian Church there were a number of 
weak, mobile, imaginative minds, who, over-excited by 
the sublimity of the new doctrine expounded to them, 
and by the stirring eloquence of its preachers, passed 
the faint and undefinable line which separates 
enthusiasm from delirium, and gave vent to their 
exaltation in incoherent or inarticulate utterances, 
which the compassionate sympathy, or the con- 
sanguineous fancies, of those around them, dignified 
with the description of speaking, or prophesying, in 
an unknown tongue. No one familiar with physiology, 
or medical or religious history,^ can be ignorant how 



> Somewhat similar phenomena have manifested themselves on 
several occasions in the course of the last eight hundred years, and 
even in our own day, when religious excitement has proved too 
strong for weak minds or sensitive frames to bear without giving 
way. We find them recorded in the case of the ecstatics of 
Cevennes, who underwent severe persecution in France after the 
revocation of the Edict of Nantes, and among the convulsionnaires 
of St. Medard near the close of last century. Both these cases are 
examined in considerable detail in a very curious and valuable work 
by Bertrand, a French physician, " Sur les Yariet^s de TExtase " 
(pp. 323, 359.) But our own country has presented us within a 
few years with a reproduction of precisely the same results arising 
from similar causes. There is extant a very remarkable and 
painfully-interesting pamphlet by a Mr. Baxter, who was at one 
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contagious delusions of this nature always prove, and 
when once these incoherences became the recognized 
sign of the descent of the Spirit, every one would, 
of course, be anxious to experience, and to propagate 



time a Bhining light in Mr. Irving's congregation, and a great 
** speaker with tongues/' in which he gives a detailed account of 
all the accompanying phenomena. It was written after he had 
recovered ; though he never relinquished his belief in the super- 
natural nature of these utterances, but finally concluded them to be 
from Satan, on the ground of some of the speakers uttering what he 
thought false doctrine. The description he gives of his own state 
and that of others during the visitations indicates in a manner that 
no physiologist can mistake, a condition of cerebral excitement 
implying hysteria, and verging on madnesss, and by no means 
uncommon. Sometimes, when praying, his shrieks were so loud 
that he wsHa compelled to *' thrust his handkerchief into his mouth 
that he might not alarm the house.*' Others fell down ^^ convulsed 
and foaming like demoniacs.*' "My whole body was violently 
agitated ; for the space of ten minutes I was paralyzed under a 
shaking of my limbs, and no expression except a convulsive sigh.** 
His friends ^' remarked on his excited state of mind.*' A servant 
was taken out of his house deranged, and pronounced by the 
tongues to be possessed by a devil. Another "speaker with 
tongues*' did nothing but mutter inarticulate nonsense with a 
"most revolting expression of countenance.** Mr. Baxter says 
the utterances which were urged upon him by " the power,'* were 
sometimes intelligible, sometimes, not ; sometimes French, some- 
times Latin, and sometimes in languages which he did not know, 
but which his wife thought to be Spanish. He says at last, " My 
persuasion concerning the unknown tongue is that it is no language 
whatever, but 'a mere collection of words and sentences, often a 
mere jargon of sounds.** One man seldom began to speak without 
the contagion seizing upon others, so that numbers spoke at once 
as in PauPs time. It is clear to any one who reads Mr. Baxter's 
candid and unpretending narrative, that a skilful physician would 
at once have terminated the whole delusion by a liberal exhibition 
of phlebotomy and anodynes. 
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them. We have seen the same thing precisely in our 
own day among the Irvingites. How is it, then, that 
the same phenomena of mental weakness and excit- 
ability which in the one case aroused only pity and 
contempt, should in the other be regarded with a 
mysterious reverence and awe ? 

The language of Paul in reference to the " unknown 
tongues " appears to us clearly that of an honest and 
a puzzled man, whose life in an age of miracles, and 
whose belief in so many grand religious marvels, has 
prepared him to have faith in more ; — ^whose religious 
humility will not allow him to prescribe in what 
manner the Spirit of God may, or may not, operate : 
— but at the same time, whose strong good sense makes 
him feel that these incomprehensible utterances must 
be useless, and were most probably nonsensical, morbid, 
and grotesque. He seems to* have been anxious to 
repress the unknown tongue, yet unwilling harshly to 
condemn it as a vain delusion. 

That there was a vast amount of delusion and 
unbound enthusiasm in the Christian Church at the 
time of the Apostles, not only seems certain, but it 
could not possibly have been otherwise, without such 
an interference with the ordinary operations of natural 
causes as would have amounted to an incessant miracle. 
Wonders, real or supposed, were of daily occurrence. 
The subjects habitually brought before the contempla- 
tion of Believers were of such exciting and sublime 
magnificence that even the strongest minds cannot 
too long dwell upon them without some degree of 
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perilous emotion. The recent events which closed 
the life of the Founder of their Faith, and above all 
the glorious truth, or the splendid fiction, of his 
resurrection and ascension, were depicted with all the 
stirring grandeur of oriental imagination. The 
ezpecltation of an almost immediate end of the world, 
and the reception into glory and power of the living 
believer, — the hope which each one entertained, 
of being " caught up " to meet his Redeemer in the 
clouds — ^was of itself sufficient to overthrow all but 
the coldest tempers ; while the constant state of 
mental tension in which they were kept by the 
antagonism and persecution of the world without, 
could not fail to maintain a degree of exaltation very 
unfavourable to sobriety either of thought or feeling. 
All these influences, too, were brought to bear upon 
minds the most ignorant and unprepared, upon the 
poor and the oppressed^ upon women and children ; 
and to crown the whole, the most prominent doctrine 
of their faith was that of the immediate, special, and 
hourly influence of the Holy Spirit — a doctrine of all 
others the most liable to utter and gross misconception, 
and the most apt to lead to perilous mental excite- 
ment. Hence they were constantly on the lookout 
for miracles. Their creed did not supply, and indeed 
scarcely admitted, any criterion of what was or was 
not of divine origin — ^for who couU venture to pro- 
nounce or define how the Spirit might or should 
manifest itself? — and thus ignorance and folly too 
often become the arbiters of wisdom — and the ravings 
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of delirium were listened to as the words of inspira- 
tion, and of God. If Jesus could have returned to 
earth thirty years after his death, and sat in the 
midst of an assembly of his followers, who wer^ 
listening in hushed and wondering prostration of 
mind to a speaker in the " unknown tongue,'* how 
would he have wept- over the humiliating and dis- 
appointing spectacle I how would he have grieved to 
think that the incoherent jargon of delirium or 
hysteria should be mistaken for the promptings of his 
Father's spirit. 

We are driven, then, to the painful, but unavoidable, 
conclusion, that those mysterious and unintelligible 
utterances which the Apostles and the early Christians 
generally looked upon as the effects of the Holy Spirit 
— the manifestation of its presence, the signs of its 
operation, the special indication and criterion of its 
having fallen upon any one — were in fact simply the 
physiologically natural results of morbid and perilous 
cerebral exaltation, induced by strong religious excite- 
ment acting on uncultivated and susceptible minds; — 
results which in all ages and nations have followed 
in similar circumstances and from similar stimulants ; 
— and that these " signs," to which Peter appealed, 
and to which the other brethren succumbed, as 
proving that God intended the Gospel to be preached 
to Gentiles as well as to Jews, showed only that 
Gentiles were susceptible to the same excitements, 
and manifested that susceptibility in the same manner, 
as the Jews. 
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Shortly after the question as to the admission of the 
Gentiles into the Christian Church had been decided 
in the singular and inconclusive manner above related, 
a second subject of dispute arose among the brethren 
— ^a corollary almost of the first — the nature of which 
strongly confirms some of the views we have just put 
forth. The dispute was this :— whether it was neces- 
sary for those Gentiles who had been baptized and 
admitted into the Christian Community, to observe 
the ritual portion of the Jewish law ? — ^whether, in 
fact, by becoming Christians, they had, ipso facto, 
become Jews, and liable to Judaic observances ? The 
mere broaching of such a question, and the serious 
schism it threatened in the infant sect, show how 
little the idea had yet taken root among the disciples, 
of the distiTictnesa of the essence, the superiority of the 
spirit, the newness of the dispensation, taught by 
Jesus, and how commonly Christianity was regarded 
as simply a purification and renewal of Judaism. 

It appears from the 1 5th chapter of the Acts, that 
when Paul and Barnabas were at Antioch, teaching 
and baptizing the Gentiles, certain Jewish Christians 
(Pharisees we are told in verse 5) caused considerable 
trouble and dissension by asserting that it was neces- 
sary for the new converts " to be circumcised, and to 
keep the law of Moses " — sl doctrine which Paul and 
Barnabas vehemently opposed. The question was so 
important, and the dissension became so serious, that 
a council of the Apostles and Elders was summoned 
at Jerusalem to discuss and decide the matter. From 
II. G 
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the brief accouDt given by Luke of the proceedings 
of this conclave it does not appear that there was 
any material difference among those assembled — the 
speakers among them, at least Peter, Paul, and James, 
all arguing on the same side ; but from the account 
of the same*^ transaction, given by Paul in the second 
chapter of his Epistle to the Galatians, it is clear that 
Peter (covertly or subsequently) took the Jewish side 
of the discussion, " When Peter was come to Antioch, 
I withstood him to the face, because he was to be 
blamed. For before that certain came from James, he 
did eat with the Gentiles ; but when they were come 
he withdrew and separated himself, fearing them 
which were of the circumcision. And the other Jews 
dissembled likewise with him ; insomuch that Barna- 
bas also was carried away with their dissimulation. 
But when I saw that they walked not uprightly, 
according to the tnith of the Gospel, I said unto Peter 
before them all. If thou, being a Jew, livest after the 
manner of the Gentiles, and not as do the Jews, why 
compellest thou the Gentiles to live as do the Jews ? " 
This speech, directed against Peter, is so like that 
which Luke (Acts xv. 10, 11) puts into the mouth of 
Peter, that we cannot but suppose some mistake on 
the historian's part.* It is certain, however, both 
from the narrative in the Acts and from the whole 

^ The same, or a similar one. 

* Unless, as has been suggested, Peter, afterwards overpowered 
by the unanimity of the Judaizers, flinched from his principles, and 
80 incurred Paul's indignation. 



LIMITS OF APOSTOLIC WISDOM AND AUTHORITY. 99 

tenor of the Pauline Epistles, that the case was argued 
without any reference to the intentions of Christ, or to 
instructions left by him — ^but, instead, by inconclusive 
quotations from prophecy, and by considerations of 
practical good sense. The decision at which they 
arrived, on the suggestion of James, seems on the 
whole to have been both wise and sound ; viz., that 
the Gentile converts should not be burdened with the 
observances of the ritual law, but should abstain from 
everything which could be considered as countenanc- 
ing or tolerating idolatry, from fornication, and from 
food which, probably from its unwholesomeness, was 
considered unlawful in most oriental countries. 

The discussion and decision of this Council on a 
question of such vital import, both to the success and 
to the character of Christianity — a question involving 
its spiritual nature and essence as apart from ceremony 
— shew strongly and clearly the two points essential 
to our present argument : jirst, that difference of 
opinion on matters of vital significance existed among 
the Apostles ; and, secondly, that these matters were 
discussed in their Councils on argumentative grounds, 
without the least pretension on the part of any of 
them to infallibility, supernatural wisdom, or exclusive 
or peculiar knowledge of the mind of Christ 

That very different views as to the essentials and 
most important elements of Christianity were taken 
by the several Apostles, or rather, perhaps, that the 
same elements underwent very material modifications 
in passing through such different minds — ^that tosome 
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its essence seemed to consist in the ethical and spiri* 
tual, and to others in the speculative and scholastic, 
ideas which it contained or suggested — can scarcely be 
doubted by any one who will read simultaneously, and 
for the purpose of comparison, Paul's Epistle to the 
Corinthians, the Epistle of James, and the first of 
John and Peter. But the discrepancy is of a kind 
that will be perceptible on an attentive perusal, rather 
than one which can be pointed out by a citation of 
particular passages. It is a discrepancy of tone and 
spirit. No one, we think, can fail to perceive that the 
views of Christ's object, character, and mission, enter- 
tained by Paul and by James, were radically diflferent.^ 
There is some evidence also that the Apostles 
not only differed from each other, but that their own 
respective views varied materially on important sub- 
jects in the course of their ministry. This will appear, 
more especially, in contrasting the exhortations of 
Paul on the subject of marriage, for example, con- 
tained in 1 Cor. vii., with those given in 1 Timothy 
iv. 3, V. 14. 

II. Our second position was, that the Apostles held 
some opinions which we know to be erroneous. It is 



^ Hug (p. 613) says, "In this epistle (that of James) the Apostle 
Paul is (if I may be allowed to use so harsh an expression for a while) 
contradicted so flatly, that it would seem to have been written in 
opposition to some of his doctrines and positions. All that Paul 
has taught respecting faith, its efficacy in justification, and the in- 
utility of works, is here directly contravened." 
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essential not to overstate the case. They held several 
opinions which we believe to be erroneous, but only one 
which, as it related to a matter of fact, we know to 
have been erroneous. They unanimously and unques- 
tioningly believed and taught that the end of the 
world was at hand, and would arrive in the lifetime 
of the then existing generation. On this point there 
appears to have been no hesitation in their individual 
minds, nor any difference of opinion among them. 

The following are the passages of the Apostolic 
writings which most strongly express, or most clearly 
imply this conviction. 

FavZ. (1 Thess. iv. 15, 16, 17.) "This we say 
unto you by the word of the Lord, that we which are 
alive aTid remain unto the coming of the Lord, shall 
not prevent them which are asleep. For .... the 
dead in Christ shall rise first ; then we which are alive 
and remain shall be caught up together with them in 
the clouds to meet the Lord in the air : and so shall 
we ever be with the Lord." (1 Cor. vii. 29.) " But 
this I say, brethren, the time is short : it remaineth 
that both they that have wives, be as though they had 
none ; and they that weep, as though they wept not ; 
and they that rejoice, as though they rejoiced not ; 
and they that buy, as though they possessed not ; and 
they that use this world as not abusing it; for the 
fashion of this world passeth away!' (1 Cor. xv. 51.) 
" Behold I shew you a mystery ; we shall not all 
sleep, but we shall all be changed." (See also 1 Tim. 
iv. 1 ; 2 Tim. iil 1.) 
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Peter. (1 Ep. i. 6, 20.) " An inheritance incor- 
ruptible^ and imdefiled, and that fadeth not away, 
reserved in heaven for you, who are kept by the power 
of God through faith unto salvation, ready to be 
revealed in the last time.'* " Christ . . . who verily 
was foreordained before the foundation of the world, 
but was manifest in these last times for you." (iv. 7.) 
" The end of all thvngs is at hand." 

John. (1 Ep. ii. 18.) " Little children, it is the last 
ti/me : and as ye have heard that antichrist shall come, 
even now are there many antichrists ; whereby we 
know that it is the last time." 

James, (v. 8.) " Be ye also patient ; . . . for the 
coming of the Lord draweth nigh."^ 

We may well conceive that this strong conviction 
must, in men like the Apostles, have been something 
far beyond a mere abstract or speculative opinion. In 
fact, it modified their whole tone of thought and feel- 
ing ; and could not fail to do so.* The firm and living 
faith that a few years would bring the second coming 
of their Lord m his glory, aod the fearful termination 
of all earthly things — when " the heavens should be 
gathered together as a scroll, and the elements should 



^ See also Acts i. 11 ; and 2 Peter iii. 

* How indisputably this conyiction was the current one in the 
Apostolic age may be perceived from finding that Matthew makes 
no scruple of putting the announcement into the mouth of Christ 
himself, *^ Verily I say unto you, this generation shall not pass 
away till ye shall see the Son of Man coming in the clouds of 
heaven," &c., &c. — ^Matthew xxiv. 80-34. 
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melt with fervent heat'* — and that many among them 
should be still alive, and should witness these awful 
occurrences with human eyes, and should join their 
glorified Master without passing through the portals of 
the grave — could not exist in their minds without pro- 
ducing not only a profound contempt for all the pomps 
and distinctions of the world, but an utter carelessness 
for the future interests of mankind, for posterity, even 
for kindred — without indeed distorting all the just 
proportions of those scenes of nature and society, in 
the midst of which their lot was cast.^ If the world, 
and all its mighty and far-stretching interests— if the 
earth, and its infinite and ever-varying beauties — if 
the sky, and its myriads of midnight glories— were 
indeed to be finally swept away in the time and the 
presence of the existing actors in the busy scene of 
life, where was the use of forming any new ties of 
kindred or afiTection, which must terminate so suddenly 
and so soon ? Why give a moment's thought to the 
arts which embellish life, the amenities which adorn 
it, the sciences which smooth it or prolong it, or the 
knowledge which enriches and dignifies its course ? 
Marriage, children, wealth, power, astronomy, philosophy, 
poetry — what were they to men who knew that ten or 
twenty years would transplant not only themselves but 
the whole race of man, to a world where all would be 
forgotten, and would leave the earth — the scene of 
these things — ^a destroyed and blackened chaos ? To 
this conviction may be traced St Paul's confused and 



* See Natural History of Enthusiasm, § v., pp. 100,^ IQI, 
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fluctuating notions on the subject of marriage. And 
this conviction, teeming with such immense and 
dangerous consequences, and held by all the Apostles, 
was, we now know, wholly incorrect and unfounded. 
Next to the resurrection of Christ, there was probably 
no doctrine which they held so undoubtingly, or 
preached so dogmatically as this, with regard to which 
they were totally in error. 

If, then, they were so misinformed, or mistaken, on 
a point having so immediate and powerful a bearing 
upon practical life, how is it possible to place absolute 
confidence in them when they deal with matters of 
deeper speculation, or enforce obscure and startling 
dogmas, or lay down conditions of salvation apparently 
at least at variance with those announced by Christ ? 

III. Our third position is, that the teaching of the 
Apostles in some important particulars, but still more 
in its general tone, differed from that of their Master, 
as the latter is recorded in the synoptical gospels. 

We know that the Apostles, during the lifetime of 
their Lord, were very far indeed from imbibing his 
spirit, or fully apprehending his doctrine. Their mis- 
conceptions of his mission and his teaching are repre- 
sented as constant and obstinate, almost to stupidity. 
They are narrow, where he was liberal and compre- 
hensive ; they were exclusively Jewish, where he was 
comparatively cosmopolitan ; they were violent, where 
he was gentle ; impetuous, where he was patient ; 
vindictive, where he was forgiving ; worldly, where he 
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was spiritual. They had their thoughts too much 
fixed on '* the restoration of the Kingdom to Israel/* 
and the " twelve thrones" on which they hoped to sit ; 
they could not embrace or endure the sublime concep- 
tion of a suflFering Teacher and Redeemer ; of a victory 
to be achieved by death ; they were dismayed and 
confounded by their Master's crucifixion ; they had no 
expectation of his resurrection ; and when his hour 
of calamity arrived, " they all forsook him and fled." 

Disciples who so little resembled and so imperfectly 
understood their Lord during his life, could not be 
adequate representatives or expounders of his religion 
after his death, unless some new and strange influence 
had come upon them, of energy sufficient to rectify 
their notions and to change their characters. The 
Supernaturalists, who comprise the great body of the 
Christian World, conceive this influence to have con- 
sisted in that Holy Spirit which, according to John, 
was promised, and, according to Luke, was given, after 
the Ascension of Christ, and which was to "teach 
them all things," and to "bring all things to their 
remembrance" which their Lord had taught them. 
According to the Rationalists, this metamorphosing 
influence must be traced to the death of Jesus, which 
spiritualized the views of the disciples by extinguish- 
ing their worldly and ambitious hopes.^ The first is 



^ " The death, resurrection, and Ascension of Christ, intro- 
duced a necessary change into the conceptions of the Apostles ; 
these drove out of their Messianic idea the spirit of the world, and 
introduced into it the spirit of God. They could not retain their 



HfT}^, \f^K9^ w^,¥k^4y m4 ^m4^fviftiy ^£A w^rk, % very 
iijt^^f i4r^if\>i^,^Mfh i* **wrfty tA th^ nr/tioD» rf the 
fw^W^ Af/MUm, M*4 fMd^'tPuny tA^^aigei their yAnt of 
VthHf //f i\t4^f i/ff^n ffyimryth Boi there are ma&j 
hnYU'itfiifftfn fitHi, thin chMfifib wm not a radical o«]^; H 
h^t^.U'^) tnih^ fh^ a4uwAmfryA tKan the emeffux of their 
M^^^fri/t ftffffUfffH J f//f^ ih^mff^t ihnj relinr^tiMhed their 
hnjtN'^MUffi fft Ml iwim^Vifi^Uf T(s^jnrf^ium of the king- 
/l/ffff, ifr^f M^)ll^ tiM Wfi hftvo M^;frr], retained the convic- 
iUtU ihhi ihhi n^Mmtiiitm would take place, in their 
iiwu (hj/t Iff ft fM inifff^ fiignal and glorious manner. 



itf'WlNti IdhftN uf ftiti r^\itu (it ifm Mowtlftl], in oonnoction with the 
(•MiciniMl iImniin. I . I ftiM (Imih Mtruok down a principal part of 
(llMl^ t'HMt'N, and IiIm (^ftaliailon furood it]K)n thorn a now idea of 
IiIm HiiiMtliitii. . . . dliHMi rdtiniN to earth to show that God was 
Yt\\\\ liiiit! Hiidltio aHOMtulN Ittiti hoavmi to ropol the imagination 
Yt\\\{^\ mIIiiM'WIm(« Hil^hi |M»Mttt1y aHi«t«, nay, whioh aotually had 
hiImimi. ilmi i«viMi yi>i )tt« iu)|tht mlMi* hlii Htandanl upon oarth, and 
\v\\\\n\^ Dto )|l^tih(lo DIuMittn of {\v^ 4ew.**^Sormoti on tho Com- 
^M hn, l^v (hit Hi«v. »L IL TIumui Llvt^rimo), p. S8.) Thore la much 
^^^fkm \\\ Huhii^ hMuat^kn, hwt^ tht^y uuwt bo taken with lar^ doduo- 
H\^HM. U iM mit^vninhinit how \\\\\kA\ of tho *' Jewi»h oonooptious of 
{W M^^inh" fhe Aju^tlen v^N^ \HWti*l>rt» ti* retain **ltt eonuection 
wiVh a y^HU^«rt*H< m\\\ m^\\\\^\ OhH»t" Tliey^ wtiH kvi^ke^i Ivor hia 
\<v«hsHvN\^ >^Hhl,v «^Hi)y|H>amne^ ii^ %I\uVik^ in their \>wt\ Uiii«»; an 
y^y^vystHHNV*\ tv^ whW\ the x^a^txI* attHhute^i l^jr Luke (Aet»L 11) 
t^^ |\n>^ <^h^v\k ^^^^' awsi4^ h>*t^«^\Mvv. and* if ge»^tt^^¥^ wvhiM Kar* 

Sssts^ ^N'^vv^ ^ 11yi» wiy^v^ ^^^Rik xrKWIi i» tabm ii|^ (Khm yv>« inio 

Vtv^\>^^ ''' ^v aW ^W vVw Wt IV^il«» xHm ilii$ ;m^jin^^ ^iis>i«i bj 
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Their views were spiritualized up to a certain point, 
but no farther, even as to this great subject ; and on 
other points the change seems to have been less com- 
plete. The Epistle of James, indeed, is a worthy 
relic of one who had drunk in the spirit, and appreci- 
ated the lessons of the meek, practical, and spiritual 
Jesus. But in the case of the other two Apostles, 
Peter is Peter still, and John is the John of the 
Gospel Peter is the same fine, simple, affectionate, 
impetuous, daring, energetic, impulsive character, who 
asked to walk on the water, and was over-confident in 
his attachment to his Master, but who has now 
derived new strength and dignity from his new 
position, and, from the sad experience of the past, has 
learned to look with a steady eye on suffering and 
death. And John, in the Epistles, is precisely the 
same mixture of warm aflfectionateness to his friends, 
and uncharitableness to his enemies, which the few 
glimpses we have of him in the Gospels would lead us 
to specify as his characteristics. We meet with 
several passages in his writings which indicate that 
the gentle, forbearing, and forgiving spirit of the. 
Master had not yet thoroughly penetrated and 
chastened the mind of the disciple — several passages 
which Jesus, had he read them, would have rebuked 
as before, by reminding his zealous follower that he 
knew not what manner of spirit he was of.^ 



^ '* Who is a liar, but he that denieth that Jesus is the Christ? 
He is antichrist that denieth the Father and the Son.'' — (1 Ep. ii. 
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The ca«e of Paul is peculiar, and must be considered 
by it«el£ His writings are more voluminous than 
tbose of the other Apostles, in a tenfold proportion, 
and have a distinctive character of their own ; yet he 
never saw Christ in the flesh, and was a bitter perse- 
cutor of his followers till suddenly converted by a 
vision. What, then, were his means of becoming 
acquainted with the spirit and doctrines of his Lord ? 

And, first, as to the vision which converted him. 
We have f(mr narratives of this remarkable occurrence 
— one given by Luke, as an historian, in the 9th 
chapter of the Acts ; a second, reported by Luke (c. 
xxii.), as having been ^ven by Paul himself in his 
speech to the people at Jerusalem ; a third, reported 
also by Luke (c. xxvi.), as having been given by Paul 
to King Agrippa ; and a fourth, more cursory, from 
Paul himself, in the first chapter of his Epistle to the 
Galatians, which omits entirely the external and 
marvellous part of the conversion, and speaks only of 
an internal^ revelation. 



22.) We are of God : he that knoweth God heareth us ; he that 
is not of God heareth not us." — (iv. 6.) " There is a sin unto 
death : I do not say that he Bhall pray for it." — (v. 16.) " We 
know that we are of God, and the whole world lieth in wickedness." * 
— (y. 19.) " If there come any unto you, and bring not this 
doctrine, receive him not into your house ; neither bid him God 
speed."— (2 Ep. verse 10.) " I wrote unto the Church : but 
Diotrophes, who loveth to have the pre-eminence among them, 
rocoiveth us not. Wherefore, if I come, I will remember his deeds 
which he doeth, prating against us with malicious words." — (3 Ep. 
ver. 9, 10.) 

* ** But when it pleased God ... to reveal his San in me^ ttiat I 
might preach him among the Heathen,'' &c. — Gal. i. 16. 
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Now there are certain discrepancies in these 
accounts, which, while they seem to show that the 
occurrence— either from carelessness, confusion, or 
defect of memory — ^has not been related with perfect 
accuracy, leave us also in doubt as to the precise 
nature of this vision ; as to whether, in fact, it was 
mental or external. Luke, in his narrative, omits to 
state whether the supernatural light was visible to the 
companions of Paul as well as to himself. Paul, in his 
speech to the Jews, declares that it was. Paul is 
said to have heard a voice speaking to him, saying, 
"Saul, Saul, why persecutest thou me?" Luke 
affirms that Paul's companions heard this voice as well 
as himself; but this assertion Paul afterwards, in his 
speech at Jerusalem (Acts xxii. 9), expressly con- 
tradicts ; and we are, therefore, left with the impres- 
sion that the supernatural voice fell rather upon Paul's 
mental, than on his outward ear — was, in fact, a 
spiritual suggestion, not an objective fact. Again, in 
his speech at Jerusalem, Paul represents the heavenly 
voice as referring him to future conferences, at 
Damascus (xxii. 10), for particulars of his commission ; 
in his address to Agrippa (xxvi. 16-18), he represents 
the same voice as giving him his commission on the 
spot. 

Thus, in the three versions of the story which come, 
entirely or proximately, from the pen of Luke, we 
have positive and not reconcilable contradictions; while 
in that reference to it, which alone we are certain 
proceeded direct from Paul, the supernatural and 
external is wholly ignored. 
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But the important practical question for our con- 
sideration is this :— In what manner, and from what 
source, did Paul receive instruction in the doctrines of 
Christianity ? Was it from the other Apostles, like 
an ordinary convert ? or by special and private revela- 
tion from heaven ? Here, again, we find a discrepancy 
between the statements of Luke and Paul In Acts 
ix. 19, 20 ; xxii. 10 ; and xxvi. 20, it is expressly 
stated that immediately after his conversion, and 
during his abode with the disciples at Damascus, he 
was instructed in the peculiar doctrines of his new 
faith, and commenced his missionary career accord- 
ingly, {here and then. If this statement be correct, 
his teaching will have the authority due to that of an 
intelligent and able man, well vnatructed at second 
handt but no more. Paul, however, entirely con- 
tradicts this supposition^ and on several occasions 
distinctly and emphatically declares that he did not 
receive his religious teaching from any of the disciples 
or apostles (whom he rather avoided than otherwise), 
but by direct supernatural communications from the 
Lord Jesus Christ.^ 



For example : — ** Paul, an apostle, not of man, ndQuar &3f men, 
Imt by JfSHs ChristC^ ** But I certify unto you,*bretliren, that the 
Qoepel which was preached of me is not after man. For I neither 
recfivtd it of man^ neither was I taught it^bui ly Ae revelation of 
Jticus Christ,^^ But when it pleased God to reveal his Son in me, 
that I might preaoh him among the heathen, inunediately I conferred 
mt ¥r%thjksk and htood: neither w^t I up to Jerusalem to them 
which were apostles before me; but I went into Arabia, and 
returned agpda into Daroasonw Thm after three years, I went iqp 
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Of course Paul's own account of the mode in which 
he received his knowledge of Christianity must be 
taken, in preference to that of a narrator like Luke, 
whose information could only have been second-hand, 
though probably derived from Paul himself. Paul 
intimates, as we have seen, that he rather slighted and 
avoided all ordinary channels of instruction, and prides 
himself on the originality, exclusiveness, and directness, 
of the sources of his knowledge. The decision, there- 
fore, of his fidelity and competence as a representative 
and teacher of the doctrines of Christ, depends entirely 
on the conclusion we may form as to the genuineness 
and reality of the visions and revelations with which 
he claims to have been favoured. If these were 
actual and positive communications from his risen and 
glorified Master, the question admits of no further 
discussion ; Paul was the greatest of the Apostles, and 
his writings of paramount authority to any other. If, 



to Jerusalem to aee Peter, and abode with him fifteen days. But 
other of the apostles saw I none, save James the Lord's brother." — 
(Galatians i. 1, 11, 15-19.) ** By revelation he made known unto 
me the mystery . . . whereby ye may imderstand my knowledge 
in the mystery of Christ" — (Eph. iil 3.) "I will come to visions 
and revelations of the Lord. I knew a man in Christ about four- 
teen years ago (whether in the body or out of the body I cannot 
tell : God knoweth) ; such an one caught up to the third heaven. 
And I knew such a man (whether in the body or out of the body 
I cannot tell : God knoweth) ; How that he* was caught up into 
Paradise, and heard unspeakable words which it is not lawful for 
a man to utter. . . . ^d lest I should be exalted above measure 
through the abundance of the revelations,*' &c. — (2 Cor. xii, 
1, 2, 3, 4, 7.) 
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on the other hand, these visions were merely the 
workings of a powerful and fiery mind in the solitude 
and seclusion of an Arabian hermitage, such as an 
ardent and excited temperament, like that of Paul, 
might easily come to regard as the suggestions of 
the Divine Spirit, and, perhaps, even could with diffi- 
culty distinguish from them ; then all his numerous 
epistles are the teachings, not of Jesus, but of Paul. 

Now, not only have we no evidence — (perhaps we 
could have none) — beyond the bare assertion of Paul 
himself, that these alleged communications had any 
other than a subjective existence — were in fact any- 
thing beyond a mere mental process ; but among all 
the passages which refer to this subject, there are none 
which do not more readily bear this interpretation 
than any other, with one exception.^ That exception 
is the statement of Luke, that the heavenly voice at 
mid-day was heard by Paul's companions as well as 
by himself — a statement which, being afterwards con- 
tradicted by Paul (or by Luke for him), may at once 
be put aside as incorrect Paul " immediately," as he 
says, upon his miraculous conversion, went into seclu- 
sion to meditate and commune with his own heart 
upon the marvellous change which had taken place in 
all his feelings ; and the state into which he more than 
once describes himself as having fallen, is that of 



1 Perhaps the assertion of Paul that he had seen Jesus, ** and 
last of all he was seen by me also'' (1 Cor. xy. 8) may be considered 
as another exception. The sight of Jesus, however, probably 
refers to the vision at the moment of his conversion. 
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trance^ a condition of the cerebral systom — ^assuredly 
not a sound one — ^whieh solitude, fasting, and religious 
excitement combined, produce in all ages and countries, 
and nowhere so readily as in the East. (Acts xxii. 
17 ; 2 Cor. xii. 2, 3, 24.) We cannot, of course, and 
do not wish, to take upon us to affirm that, while in 
this state, Paul was not favoured with divine com- 
munications ; we merely wish to make it clear that 
we have no reason to believe that he was so favoured, 
beyond his own assertion — an assertion which has been 
made with equal sincerity and conviction by hundreds 
of extatics whom similar causes have brought into a 
similar physiological condition. 

There is much in the tone of the doctrinal writings 
of Paul which we believe and feel to be at variance, 
or at least little in harmony, with the views and spirit 
of Jesus, but nothing perhaps which we can prove to 
be so. We must therefore conclude with the un- 
gracious task of pointing out a few passages of which 
the moral tone shows that the writer was not adequately 
imbued with the temper of Him who said, " Do good 
to those that hate you : Pray for them which despite- 
fully use you, and persecute you." (2 Thess. i. 
6-8 ; il 11, 12 ; 1 Tim. i 20 ; 2 Tim. iv. 14 ; Gal. 
i. 8, 9.) 



II. 



CHAPTER XIIL 



The poaition which the miracles of the New Testa- 
ment are made to hold in the Chriatian economy is of 
the first iroportance. In the popular theory they lie 
at the very foundation of the system. The current 
and, til] recently, scarcely questioned opinion of Pro- 
testant Christendom respecting them was this ; — " The 
miracles which Jesus wrought constitute the proof of 
his divine commission, and the guarantee for the 
truth of the doctrines which he preached. His 
declarations and his precepts are to be received with 
unquestioning submission and beUef, because he 
wrought miracles in proof of his authority to teach 
and to command." ^ According to this view (still the' 
prevalent one, though of late largely modified by the 
more thinking among the orthodox) the truth of 
Christ's doctrines is made to rest upon the reality of 
his miracles ; we should not know the doctrines to 
be divine, had it not been for the attesting wonders 
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'^^bught by the teach^ ; atid ^atevei^ doctrines are 
preached by" a wbrker of lAirtbcles,' are, i]^8& fadto, 
ptovei to be of divine auliority, atod AoiM thei*efor^ 
be received' without question. 

NoT^ this poptdiAr notion tippesit^ <6' tiA t6 coAtain 
much confusion, attd at least two hitsi faHacies ; for* 
the more cleai^ disenta^glenienf and expbstife c4 which 
we shall proceed to show. 

I. That miiracles wrought. by any mdividual are 
liot, nor Cdn be, a p^oof of tke ixuik. of the docladnes 
which he preaches ; and^ 

II. That miracles are not the real basis of Chris- 
tianity, and cannot be a safe fouridaticn on Which to 
rest its' cliaimsj inasmuch as miracles can never be 
proved by documentary evidence — ^least of all, by 
sttch documentary evidence as We possess. 

Before proceediiig further^ We will' define the precise 
theological meaning affixed to the Word miracle' in the 
popular mind (as far as the populski^ mind can be said 
to attach a precise meaning to any Word). This is 
the more necessary, as a writer of great eminence and 
ability, in his attempt to shoW that miracles may be 
not a violation, but a fulfilment, of the order of nature, 
appears to us to have Confounded a miracle with a 
2yi'odigy, 

In common parlance — ^which alone We profess to 
Tise — a miracle is a suspension or violation of the 
ordinary course of nature, at the will of an i/ndivir 
dual — indicating, therefore, the possession by that 
individual of superhuman power. A similar suspen- 
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sion or violation, uncomtected with the coTfimand or 
prediction of any individual, is simply a prodigy, 
not a miracle. A prodigy is merely a marvelloua 
and abnormal occurrence, of the cause and meaning of 
whicb we are wholly ignorant ; a miracle is a mar- 
vellous and supernatural occurrence, the cause c£ 
which lies open to us in the expressed volition of an 
agent Lazarus rising out of a four days' grave, 
without any discoverable cause or anteceilent, would 
merely present to us a prodigy ; Lazarus coming 
forth at the command of Christ was a manifest 

Mr Babbage, in that ingenious chapter, in his 
" Ninth Bridgewater Treatise," wherein he endeavourg 
to show that miracles may be merely natural, but 
exceptional occurrences — the exceptional expressions 
of a natural law espreasly provided for beforehand — 
seems to have altogether lost sight of this distinction. 
We might not have deemed it necessary to controvert 
this theory, had it not been recently adopted and pro- 
mulgated in a popular work of fiction ("Alton Locke"), 
by a clergyman of the Church of England. But when 
so sanctioned it becomes incumbent updn us to nnmask 
the fallacy. "The object of the present chapter (saya 
Mr Babbage) is to show that miracles are not devia- 
tions from the laws assigned by the Almighty for the 
government of matter and of mind ; but that they are 
the exact fulfilment of much more extensive laws than 
those we suppose to exiat." His conception is that, 
in the final arrangement of all things the Deity pro- 



( 
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vided for the occurrence of thase deviations from the 
established course of nature which we call miracles, 
at certain periods, and under certain circumstances ; 
and he contends that such an arrangement suggests 
grander views of creative power and foresight than 
either casual interpositions or a uniform and undis- 
turbed order of proceeding would do. We may con- 
cede both points ; we merely contend that such pre- 
arranged occurrences would not be mi/racles in the 
ordinary sense of the word, on which ordinary sense 
all theological arguments are based. If Lazarus 
rose from the dead in obedience to, and in conse- 
quence of, " an exceptional law " impressed upon 
matter in primeval times (which is Mr Babbage's 
conception of the case, and which may be a correct 
one), then be was not raised from the dead by an 
action upon the laws of nature, emanating from the 
will of Christ ; and all arguments based upon this 
(the prevalent) view of the event fall to the ground. 
On Mr Babbage's supposition, the connection between 
the command of Christ, " Lazarus, come forth ! " and 
the resurrection of the dead man, was not that of 
cause and effect, but merely that of coincidence or 
simultaneity ; or, at the utmost, the command was 
uttered, because Jesus, of his superhuman knowledge, 
knew that the moment was arrived when one of these 
*' exceptional laws " was about to operate, in fact the 
command was a prediction, — a supposition contra- 
dicted by the whole language of the narrative, and 
unavailing for the popular argument ; which is, that 
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Christ bad the power of countennaading nature— 
merely that of foreseeing events bidden from ordinary 
knowledge. 

Mr Babbage's conception, therefore, tbougb it may 
make miracles more admissible by scientiBc minds^ 
does so by depriving them of their theological utility. 
It makes the fact credible by annulling the argument 
drawn from it. Or, to speak more correctly, it 
renders prodigies credible, by raakvag tltem- cease to 
he miracles} 

I. We now proceed to illustrate the first of our twp 
positions. A miracle, we say, cannot authenticate a 
doctrine. A miracle, if genuine, proves the possession, 
by him who works it, of superhuman power — but it is » 
strained and illogical inference to assume that it provef 
anything beyond this. This inference, so long and so 
universally maxle — and allowed — arises from a confur 
sion in the popular mind between power and imsdom — 
between the divine nature as a whole, and one of the - 
divine attributes. It involves the immense and inad- 
missible assumption that the possession of superhuman 
power necessarily implies the possession of superhuman 
knowledge also, and the will truly to impart that 
that the power to heal diseases, or t9 



> If Mr Babbage means, ae an expressiou at pa^e 97 eeems to 
intimate, that the Creator had provided for these exceptional 
occurrenceH takiog place whentver Christ per/armed a cerlain 
operation 'which He gave him power to perform, and told him 
when to perform — then we are at a loss to discover in what 
way the conception varies from, or is superior to, tlie vulgai 
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still the waves, implies and includes a knowledge of 
the mind of God. The thoughts of ordinary men, 
undistinguishing and crude, jump rapidly to a conclu- 
sion in such matters ; and on recognizing (or conceiv- 
ing that they recognize) supernatural poiiver in any 
individual, at once and without ratiocination endow 
him with all other divine attributes, and bow before 
Mm in trembling and supine prostmtion. 

Yet at other times, and m most countries, men 
have, by happy inconsistency, admitted the falseness 
of this logic. Wherever there is found a belief in 
one evil angel, or in many (and such is the current 
nominal belief of Christendom), the distinction be- 
tween the attributes of Deity is made, and power 
is divorced from wisdom, truUi, and goodness, and in 
a great degree from knowledge also. If there be such 
existences as Satan, Arimanes, or inferior agencies of 
evil — (and who can say that there are not ? What 
orthodox Christian but believes there are ?) — then 
superhuman power exists apart from divine wisdom, 
and in antagonism to it ; — then the power to work 
miracles involves no knowledge of divine truth, or at 
least no mission to teach it — ^nay, may imply the very 
opposite, and can therefore authenticate no doctrine 
enunciated by the worker. 

The common feeling no doubt is, that as all super- 
natural power is the special gift of God, He would not 
have bestowed it upon any but the good, nor for any 
purpose but that of conferring blessings and spreading 
truth. But this inference is wholly at variance with 



fh^ Mt^Vfp^M t4 the S^-r^tn^ tff^MfCAj. AU power m 
tl>A pti t4 ()kA — tl^ powear tA mteOect, the powior of 
"tfshk^ tl^ fHVpr^^ (A wedittik, d» weH acft tie piivwer of 
iftm\Cm% j^^ikai iMo^th, — jei are these girea to 
ily^ j^/y>rl ^/yn«, or clriefljr 1: — ave tbeie bestowed on 
(fi/>9e wfior &mpky them exdtiMireljr, er mainly, in the 
tff^rne^ (4 metcy nuA ituifa ? Would not the reverse 
i4 ihpi t^irni^^ni he nearer to the fact ? 

H(f tiit(ftig\y hM the force of oar position been felt by 
fett«mif;ffl — f»o plain doe« ii appear that it is the doc- 
itihf? which fntiflt authenticate the miracle^ not the 
l«lmi;lf? which can authenticate the doctrine, — that 
fftW could he found at the present day who would not 
ttiltuH that no miracle worked by a preacher would 
irultiCG them to receive from him a doctrine manifestly 
illfthouourlng to Qod. Many of our modem divines, — 
Dr. Arnold, Archdeacon Hare, Mr. Locke, Mr. Trench, 
Atiil otUer«,- exprew this feeling in the strongest 
lrt.uj}\time. Dr. Arnold nays ("Christian Course and 
(1mmctf>r,** note«, pp. 462-3): 

" Frtith) without renBon, is not property faith, but 
tt^ero |>ower-\vx>w»hip ; and power-worship may be 
dovil-win'ship ; for it is i>eason which entertains the 
itW of Ooil-'an idea essentially made up of truth 
Ms\\ py)Ax{<vny ne le«s than of power. A sign of power, 
t-^xhibit^ to the «en»es, might, ihrotigh them, dispose 
Iht"^ wht>le rtkMi Ui ^knowledge it as divine ; yet power 

ivi itm^lf iR not divine, it ww^y be devilish 

How oan we disting^iish Ood*s voice from the voice 
of <^vil? .... We distingciish it (and can distin- 
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gtiish it no otherwise), by comparing it with that idea, 
of God which reason intuitively enjoys, the gift of 
reason being God's original revelation of himself to 
man.^ Now, if the voice which comes to us from the 
imseen world agree not with this idea, we hive no 
choice but to pronounce it not to be God* 8 voice : for 
no signs of power, in confirmation of it, can alone 
prove it to be from Qod.** 

Locke says : — " I do not deny in the least that 
God can do, or hath done, miracles for the confirma- 
tion of truth ; I only say that we cannot think He 
should do them to enforce doctrines or notious of 
himself, or any worship of Him, not conformable to 
reason, or that we can receive such as truth for the 
miracles* sake ; and even in those books which have 
the greatest proof of revelation from God, and the 
attestation of miracles to confirm their being so, the 
miracles are to be judged by the doctrine, and not the 
doctrine by the miracles." ^ 



^ See also Lord King^s Life of Locke, i 231 et seq. Trenches 
Hulsean Lectures for 1845, pp. 8, 9. — ** After all is done, men 
will feel in the deepest centre of their heing, that it is the moral 
which must prove the historic, not the historic which can ever prove 
the moral ; that evidences drawn from without may be accepted as 
the welcome buttresses, but that we can know no other foundations, 
of our Faith, than those which itself supplies. Revelation, like 
the sun, must be seen by its own light." Harems Mission of the 
Comforter, ii. p. 553. — ^The notion that miracles have an augmenta- 
tive and demonstrative efficacy, and that the faith of Christians is 
to be grounded upon them, belongs to a much later age, and is in 
fact the theological parallel to the materialist hypothesis, that all 
our knowledge is derived from the senses." 
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Further. The idea that a miracle can authenticate 
a doctrine, or is needed to do eo, involves an additiouaj 
fal]acy. It implies that our underatanding ia com- 
petent to decide whether an act be divine, but not 
whether a doctrine be divine; — that the power dis- 
played in a prodigy may be sufficient to justify us in 
confidently assuming it to be from God, — but that the 
beauty, the sublimity, the innate light of a doctrine or 
a precept cannot be sufficient to warrant us in pro- 
nouncing it to be from Him ; — that God can impress 
bis stamp unmistakably on his physical, but not on 
bis moral emanations ; — that His handwriting is 
legible on the sea, or the sky, on tbe flower, or on the 
insect, but not on tbe soul and intellect of man. It 
involves the coarse and monstrous conception that 
God's presence in His chosen temple can only be made 
manifest by a loud appeal to those external senses 
which perish with tbe flesh ; — that He pervades the 
earthquake and the whirlwind, but not ' the still small 
voice;' — that, in fine, the eye or tbe ear is a truer 
and quicker percipient of Deity than the Spirit which 
came forth from Him ; — that God is more cognizable 
by the senses than by ifte soul, — by the material 
philosopher than by the pure-hearted but unlearned 
worshipper, 

Tbe power to work miracles, then, does not, in the 
eye of reason, imply any other supernatural endow- 
ment. Neither does it in the eye of Scripture. We 
have many indications, in both the Old and the New 
Testament, that neither miracles, nor the cognate gift 
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(rf jMTopliecy, w^re comdered to qualify a Teacber, or 
to authoDtioate bis teaching. The possession of mira^ 
culous a^d pix)phetic power is distiaictly recognized in 
individuals who Aot only w^re not divinely authoiized 
agei^ts or teachers, hut were e^emies of God and of his 
people. Passing over the remarkably but inconclusive 
narratives xiejative to th^ Egyptian magicians, and to 
Balaam, — ^we find in Deut. xiii. 1-5, an express warn- 
ijQg to tb^ cbUdren of X^mel against being led astray 
by those who shall employ real mir^ulous or prophetic 
gifts to entice tbem away from the w<(»rsbip of Jehovah, 
a warning couched in language which distinctly ex- 
presses that the miracle must be judged of by the 
doctrine of the thaumaturgist, — not be considered to 
authenticate it. " If there arise among you a prophet, 
or a dreamer of dreams, and giveth thee a sign or a 
wonder, a/nd the eign or the wonder come to pass, 
whereof he spake unto thee, saying, Let us go after 
other Gods, which thpu hast not known, and let us 
serve them ; thou shalt not hearken to the words of 
that prophet, or that dreamer of dreams : arid that 
prophet, or thai dreani£r of d/recms shall be pvi to 
death,** 

The ^me proposition is affirmed with almost equal 
distinctness in Matth,.vii 22, 23. ''Many will say to 
me in that dfty, Lord, liord, have we not prophesied 
in thy name ? and in thy name have cast out devils 7 
and in thy name done many wonderful works ? And 
then will I profess unto them, I never knew you : 
depart ^ from me, y^ that w<)rk iniquity/' Again, 
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Matth. xxiv. 24, " For there shall arise false Christs, 
and false prophets, and shall shew great signs and 
wonders; insomuch that, if it were possible, they 
shall deceive the very elect" In Matth. xii. 27, and 
Mark ix. 38, Christ clearly admits the power to work 
miracles in both his enemies and his ignorers. 

If anything farther were wanted to show the view 
taken by Jesus of this matter, we should find it in his 
steady refusal to authenticate his mission by a miracle, 
when, in strict conformity to Jewish ideas (and to 
divine prescription, if the Mosaic books may be at all 
trusted), the rulers of the synagogue, in the plain per- 
formance of their official duty, called upon him to 
work one. (See Matth. xii. 39 ; xvi. 4, and the 
parallel passages, as Mark viii. 11.) He reproaches 
the deputation for their demands — ^grieves over it, 
according to Mark, — and says positively, " There shall 
no sign be given to this generation." In another 
conversation with the Pharisees, the same idea is still 
more clearly enunciated. He there (John vi. 30-33) 
distinctly tells them that though Moses may have 
been accredited by miracles, he will be judged of by 
his doctrine only. '* They said therefore unto him. 
What sign shewest thou then, that we may see, and 
believe thee t what dost thou work ? Our fathers did 
eat manna in the desert ; as it is written. He gave 
them bread firom heaven to eat. Then Jesus said 
unto them, Verily, verily, I say unto you, Moses gave 
you not that bread firom heaven ; but my Father 
givoth you the true bread firom heaven. ... I am 



miraci.es. 125 

the bread of life," &c. The lowi estimation in which 
miracles were held by the Apostle Paul (2 Cor. xii. 
28), clearly shows that he did not regard them as the 
credentials of his mission ; and several passages in the 
Acts seem to intimate that, by the early Christians, 
the possession of the miraculous or prophetic gift was 
not considered inconsistent both with false doctrine 
and enmity to Christ's Church. (Acts viii. 9-1 1 ; 
xiii 6-10; xvi 16; 2 Cor. xL 13.) Finally, we 
have the conclusive fact that, according to the Gospel 
narrative, the power to work miracles had been ex- 
pressly conferred upon all the apostles, who ** forsook 
Jesus and fled" in his day of trial, — upon Judas who 
betrayed him, — ^upon Peter, who thrice denied him. 

It is said, however, by some, that miraculous power 
is bestowed upon Prophets, as their credentials ; not 
as proving their doctrines, but as proving them to be 
sent from God. But, is it not clear, that these 
credentials, if they mean anything at all, must mean 
that men are to listen to the Prophets who present 
them, as God*s mouthpieces ? What is the object of 
proving them to be sent from God, except for the 
sake of the inference that (herefore what they teach 
must be God's truth ? 

II. Having now proved our first position, — ^that 
miracles cannot authenticate either the doctrines or 
the divine commission of the thaumaturgist — we pro- 
ceed to the establishment of our second thesis, viz., — 
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that miraclea cannot be the basis of Christianity, or of 
any historical or transmitted religion, 

We fully admit at the outset of our arguraent that 
a miracle, as well as any other occurrence, is capable 
of proof by testimony — provided only the testimony 
be adequate in kind and in quantity. The testi- 
mony must be of the same kind as that on which we 
should aecept any of the more rare and marvellous 
among natural phenomena, and must be dear, direct, 
and ample, in proportion to the marvellousneBs, anoma- 
lousness, and rarity of the occurrence. This, it 
appears to us, is all that philosophy authorizes us to 
demand for the authentication of the fad-part of a 
miracle. 

Miracles, we say, are not, and never can be, a sure 
foundation for a revealed religion — an historic creed. 
A true Revelation, addressed to all mankind, and 
destined for all ages, must be attested by evidence 
adequate and accessible to all men and to all ages. 
It must carry with it its own permanent and unfading 
credentials. Now, miracles are evidence only to those 
who see them, or can sift the testimony which afGrms 
them. Occurrences so anomalous and rare, which 
violate the known and regular course of nature, can, 
«t the utmost, only be admitted on the evidence of 
our own senses, or on the carefiilly-sifted testimony 
of eye-witnesses. Therefore, a revelation, whose 
credentials are miracles, can be a renelation (y/dy to 
the age in which it appears. The superhuman powers 
of its Preacher can authenticate it only to those who 



mSQACLESr 127 

witness tke exertion of them, and — more fkintfy and 
leebly — ^to those wha ba^e i^eceiined aad scnitinized 
their direct testimony : — the superhuman excellence of 
its doctrines may authentiicate it through all time, and 
must constitute, therefore^ its only adequate and abid* 
ing proof. 

Now, the essence of the whole question lies in this: 
— that we have not the Aposflea amd Svcmgelista to 
eross-examme;: we do not know that th^ ever were 
cross-examined ; we do not know what was the nature 
of the evidence or testimony which satisfied their 
minds ; and we have am^e- indications that they, like 
most imperfectly-educated men, were satisfied with 
a nature and amount of proof which would never 
satisfy us. 

We have stated that we are fiar from denying the 
adequacy of positive and direct testimony to prove a 
miracle, if its amount and quality be suitable. What 
would be the amount and quality required ? It will' 
be allowed on all handb that tiie testimony of one 
witness, however competent aiKl: honest, would not 
suflEice. We must have the eoTvourriifixf testimony of 
several competent and independent witnesses. Mr 
Babbage has made a calculation (which many wilP 
think puerile, but which assuredly does not overstate 
the case), that, to prove some of tiie chief miracles, 
such as the raising of the dead, the oon&urrmg testi- 
mony of six independent, competent, veracious wit-- 
nesses will suffice, hvut not less* 

Now, let ua. adc^. HSave we, for any of the gospel 
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miraclcH, evidence — we. do not say as strong as this, 
but — approaching to it ? in the slightest degree similar 
to it ? Have we the concurring testimony of six in- 
dependent and competent witnesses ? or of five ? or of 
three ? or of two ? Do we know that we have the 
toHtimony even of one witness ? Do we know anything 
at all about the competency, or the independence of 
luiy of the witnesses ? Have we any reason to be- 
lieve that the Evangelists sifted the testimony they 
received ? Have we, in fine, the distinct statement 
of lUiy one individual that he saw or wrought such or 
iuoh a spocitio miracle ? No ; but what we have in- 
MtiMvd is this : — We have four documents, written v)e 
hm^ to guess when — ^proceeding firom we know not 
whmu — ^tnuisiuitted to us we know not how purely ; 
— tlirt^ of them evidently compositions firom oral 
ti>8tinumy or tradition, and clearly not from indepen- 
iii^nt ttxstimcoiy; and all four, not eoncurring, but 
o(\t>n ^ngxilarly discrepant^ — ^which documents relate 
that $uch mimolocs were wrought by a certain individual 
iu a ivrtaiu placo and time. It is obTious that we have 
lu^ ht»^ OY^>ii OH u|>f>rtHtc& to pefsonal testimony.^ 
\S\> do uot know with the least ceftainty who any €^ 
ih^^fa^ (out narrators w^n^ ; — not one of them says^ "I 
"^xxw^s^si xhh uuiado ;^^ — ^wi^ do iiol> tkerefoie, know 
tl^l ih^Y v\vt^ viuio$$e$ at all ; — and we do know 
that iWir loes^iiiuonT w;ii$ ikh iikifp«ii4]Inil nor always 
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meuTring. At the best, therefore, we have only 
I documeats of unkEown date and uocerfain authorship, 
I stating, with many discrepancies and contradictions, 
I that certain miraculous occurrences were witnessed by 
' others, at least thirty years before the recoid was 
sd ; — evidence which, in an honest court of 
justice, would not suffice to affect person or property 
to the slightest possible extent ; — evidence, neverthe- 
I less, on which we are peremptorily summoaed to 
[ accept the most astounding dogmas, and to bow to 
I the heaviest yoke. 

Since, then, foi the miracles recorded in the synop- 
L tical gospels we have not even that degree of evidence 
\ which would be required to establish any remarkable 
tionable occurrence ; and since the only superior 
F authority for those of the fourth Gospel rests on the 
I Bupposition of its being the production of the Apostle 
[ John — a supposition doubtful and unproven, to say no 
I more ; we might be dispensed from entering into any 
f more close examinatiou of the narratives themselves — 
in a court of justice the jury frequently decide 
I agaiust the plaintiff on his own showing — pronounce 
that the appellant has no case, without requiring to 
the objections of the respondent. But it ia 
important to call attention to a few considerations 
which should long since have warned divines of the 
perilous position they had taken up, when they re- 
I solved to base Christianity upon the miraculous narra- 
tives of the Gospel. 

, The whole tenour of the Old Testament, and 
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many passages in the New, plainly indicate either 
that the power of working miracles was so common 
in those days as to argue nothing very remarkable in 
its posseasor, or that a belief in miracles was so general 
and so easily yielded as to render the testimony of 
Bueh facile believers inadequate to prove them. On 
the first supposition, they will not warrant the in- 
ference drawn from them ; on the second, they are 
themselves questionable. 

Now, it is certain that the miracles recorded in the 
New Testament do not appear to have produced on 
the beholders or the hearers the same effect as they 
would do at the present day, nor to have been regarded 
in the same light even by the workers of them. 
When Jesus was told by his disciples (Mark ix. 38) 
that they had found some unauthorized person casting 
out devils in his name, he expresses no amazement — 
intimates -no doubt as to the genuineness of the 
Ttiiracle — but rebukes his disciples for interfering 
with the thaumaturgist, saying, " Forbid him not ; 
for there is no man which shall do a miracle in my 
name that can lightly speak evil of me." The casting 
out of devils — i.e., the healing of the more furious 
epileptic and maniacal disorders- — was the moat fre- 
quent and among the most striking and the oftenest 
appealed to of the miracles of Jesus ; yet in the con- 
versation already referred to between himself and the 
Pharisees (Matth. xii. 24-27) he speaks of it aa one 
that was constantly and habitually performed by their 
own exorcists ; and, so far from insinuating any differ- 
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race between the two cases, expressly puts tkem on a 
level} Paul, though himself gifted with miraculous 
power, and claiming (Rom. xv. 19 ; 2 Cor. xii. 11) 
to be equally so gifted with any of the other Apostlea 
(2 Cor. xi. 5), yet places this power very laui in the 
ranJe of spiritual endowments (1 Cor. xii, 8, 9, 10, 
28)* — diebtnguishing in hotk passages miracles or 
thaumaturgic signs framx gifts of healing; and speaks 
of them in a somewhat slighting tone, which is wholly 
irreconcilable with the supposition that the miracles of 
which he speats were real and iodisputable ones after 
the modern signification of the word, i.e., unquestion- 
able deviations from the observed order of nature at 
the command of man. 

2. Though the miracles of Christ are frequently 
.referred to in the Gospels as his credentials, as proofs 
of bis divine mission ; yet there are not wanting many 
significant indications that they were wrought rather 
as a consequence and reward of belief than as means 
to produce it. For example, we have the repeated 
refusal of Jesus to satisfy the Jewish chiefs by a dis- 
play of bia miraculous gifta, though we can perceive 
nothing unreasonable or unsuitable to pure Judaism 



■■ Matth. vii. 22 ; sxiv. 24 ; Gal. iii. 6, and many other p, 
show how ecrimton miraolea then were, or were esteemed. 

' " For to one is given by the Spirit the word of wisdom ; to 
another the word of knowledge ; to another faith ; to another the 
gifts of healing ; to another the vorling nf mirai^les ; to another 
prophecy," 8io. "And God hath eet some in the Church, firat 
apoatles, Eecondaiily prophets, thirdly teachers ; a/ler that miraclcB, 
then gifts of LeiUiDgB, helpE, governments, diversitieg of tongues." 
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m ikie^ demand [Jx&ax ri. 3D). 'W^ lucve tiie i bi uhA- 
abl^ £ftet tbat JesiK^ bere not oiihr dedinoB to woock & 
joew mir&cle ixi atiteststion of hk misEiDn, Inxt does not 
even refur lu6 gufieUonarB to Ids fanner miradoB. ^e 
jbave tUe rejvoadi of JesiK to the people of GaHlBB — 
^'Edtoegpt ye aee iDgns aoid woDdets, to irill not lie- 
lieve^ (Jtdm ir. 18)> cleadj iidixxuKdiig xhat theae 
wetre XkOft the oitcsiauB bj idik^ he iutezuddd ias 
mis^iosx to be judged. On aereEal oocafiiciDfi, hqFare 
woAisig A caij^cle, he asoertains the futi of ihe 
ajppUosuat, aj:^! speaks of Ihe muacle as if it irere to 
he the reward, noi the prcnroealive, of their £ulh 
(Matthew ix. 27, 29 ; ijl 2 ; viiL 10 ; ix. 22 ; xr. 
28; Mark I 40> Aad, finally, the EvangelistB 
twice assign the want of £aith of the people — the 
very reason, acoordi^ig to the <»rthodox view, why 
mir/9ucle« dumLd be woriked heiore them — aa the reaaon 
Vi^by Jesus would not work them. ''And he did not 
many mighty works there hecavse of their unbelief" 
(Matt xlii, 58), ''And he could there do no mighty 
work, save that he laid his hands upon a few sick folk, 
and h^ealed them. And Ite Toa/rveUed because of their 
unbelief" (Mark vL 6, 6). 

S, Ntiither d/id his miracles produce general con- 
viction — nor the conclusion which would have followed 
from conviction — in those who witnessed them, whether 
friends, enemies, or indifferent spectators. Had they 
flippeared to the witnesses in that age in the same 
form which they assume in the documents in which 
thev are handod down to us, conviction must have 
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been inevitable. Yet this was far from being the 
case. We read, indeed, frequently that the people 
" marvelled " and " glorified God " — ^and that " the 
fame of his wonderful works went throughout all the 
land " — ^but we also find several passages which point 
to a very opposite conclusion. ** Then began he to 
upbraid the cities wherein most of his mighty works 
were done, because they repented not : Woe unto thee, 
Chorazin ! woe unto thee, Bethsaida ! for if the mighty 
works, which were done in you, had been done in 
Tyre and Sidon, they would have repented long ago 
in sackcloth and ashes." (Matt xi. 20, 21.) "But 
though he had done so many miracles before them 
(the people), yet they believed not on him." (John 
xii. 37.) Even his friends and disciples were not 
always convinced. The miracle of the loaves, 
even, seems to have produced little effect on their 
minds, for we are told (as a reason for their surprise 
at a subsequent marvel), " For they considered not 
the miracle of the loaves; for their hearts were 
hardened." (Mark vi. 52), an exJ)ression which a 
comparison with xvi. 14, shows to have signified 
incredulity. A still more significant statement is 
found in John vii. 5, " For neither did his brethren 
believe in him." A reference to John xi. 45, 46, 
shows that even so signal and unquestionable a miracle 
as is the raising of Lazarus, in the form in which it has 
come down to us, did not produce universal convic- 
tion. " Then many of the Jews w ch came to Mary, 
and had seen the things which Jesus did, believed on 
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him. But some of them went their way to the 
Pharisees, and told them what things Jesus had done." 
It is worthy of especial note, that to the last, in 
defiance of the numerous, astouishing, aud public 
miracles recorded in the Ga'jpels^ — -of many of which, 
as the raising of Lazarus, the cure of the blind man 
(John ix.), the Pharisees and chief men among the 
Jews are said to have been witnesses — the incredulity 
of these Rulers and of the Sa,nhedrim remained un- 
shaken. It is evident, too, that it was genuine and 
sincere disbelief — not merely a refusal to accept the 
inference of the divine mission of Christ on the ground 
of his miraculous power, hut a disbelief in the miracu- 
lous power itself — or at least of its being miraculous 
in our fuU modem acceptation of the term ; they were 
exasperated, but no way intimidated, by the wonders 
which h'^ wrought before them. Had they really sup- 
posed that he could cure the blind, heal the lame, 
command spirits, still the waves, raise the dead (in a 
different manner, and with a different degree or kind 
of power from their own thaumaturgists) — still more, 
had they seen any one of these awful evidences of 
supernatural power — then, however hostile selfishness 
and ambition or class prejudices might have made 
them to his pretensions, they would have dreaded to 
provoke his enmity, or to practise against hb safety, 
satisfied, as they must have been, that he could not 
only foresee and baffle their machinations, but could 
inflict a fearful retaliation. But we see nothing of all 
this ; we see just the reverse ; — they feared, not him, 
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but the people who were friendly to him ; — ^they more 
than once openly attacked him, and tempted him, 
even by taunts, to a display of his superhuman gifts ; 
— in a word, their whole conduct shows that his 
miracles, whatever they were, had not gone any way 
towards producing in their minds a conviction {or even 
a fear) of his supernatural power. 

4. The minuter objections to the individual miracu- 
lous narratives in the Gospel, we need not dwell on. 
The discrepancies in the accounts where given by 
more than one Evangelist ; — the entirely distinct set 
of miracles recorded in the fourth, from those in the 
first three Gospels ; the remarkable circumstance that, 
of the three cases of the dead being restored to life, 
one is mentioned by John only, one by Luke only, and 
the third case, mentioned by three of the Evangelists, 
was no resurrection from the dead at all (for all 
accounts concur in representing Jesus to have said 
expressly, *' The damsel is not dead, but sleepeth ;") 
— all these topics have been dwelt upon in detail by 
other critics, and need not be considered here. 

The conclusion suggested by all these combined 
considerations seems to be this : — that the miracles 
spoken of in the New Testament had not the effect of 
real miracles upon the bystanders ; — that they were, 
probably, either remarkable occurrences elevated into 
supernatural ones by the general supematuralistic ten- 
dencies of the age, or examples of wonderful healing 
powers, thj^ original accounts of which have become 
strangely intermingled and overlaid with fiction in the 
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{m^^eoMi of tran^mii^MOiu The Gospels (we must bear con- 
ntmttiy in mind) arc not contenaporaneons annals ; thej 
m<»reljr narrato the occurrence of certain events, which, 
at the time when the tradition was concealed into a 
record, hod Mnnmad mich and such a form and con- 
iuttency in the public mind. They show us not the 
fact« that oocurro<l in the year A.D. 30, but the form 
thme fiwtH h(jul aesv/med in popular belief in the year 

A.a 70. 

Thoro is yot another objection to the plan of pro- 
pound itig miraclos as tho basis for a Revelation, 
whiah iH all but insuperable. The assertion of a 
miraclo Imving been performed, is not a avrapU state- 
mont ; it involves three elements — a fact arid two 
ir^fermc^efi. It predicates, firsts that such an occurrence 
took place ; «0coti(2, that it was brought about by 
tho act and will of the individual to whom it is 
attributod ; thm% that it implied supernatural power 
in tho agont — 1\<»,, that it could not have been pro- 
duood by u\ero human means. Now, the ts^i may 
havo boon aocurat*^ly observed, and yet one or both of 
ih© infi>n^4icc« may bo unwarranted. Or, either in- 
fcrtn^co may bo rondered unsound by the slightest 
tMui^oi\ or doviatitm from accuracy in the observation 
w s^tiiU^moul of tbt^ faet^ Nay, any new discovery in 
^j^vi^^N^ — jmy advance in physiological knowledge — 



^ H^iImw^ <>^hi^tT^ tAiat tKf» r(f««t «l a mauB poiii$r «qp with « 
V4^)Kv^«^ >r,^W KwviWK' a wiua^K if a $|>KNUtor «oili all tftvereai aC 
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may show that the inference, which has always hitherto 
appeared quite irrefragable, was, in fact, wholly un- 
warranted and incorrect. In the process of time, and 
the triumphant career of scientific inquiry, any miracle 
may be — as so many thousand prodigies have been 
— reduced to a natural occurrence. No miracle 
can, therefore, be a safe foundation for so vast and 
weighty a superstructure as a Kevelation. A miracle 
is an argument in some measure ab ignoraTdia — 
based upon scanty knowledge, and, therefore, de- 
feasible by advancing knowledge. A miraculous revela- 
tion—a creed whose foundation is miracle — ^must 
always be at the mercy of Science, and must always 
dread it. 

It should, then, be clearly understood that, when 
we decline to receive a miracle as evidence of a divine 

commission, we are not refusing simple testimony 

we are demurring to a proposition composed of one 
observation and two inferences — a, proposition, each 
of the three constituents of which contains the ele- 
ments of possible inaccuracy ; — ^we are demurring, in 
fact, to a process of reasoning, which assumes as its 
basis that the Ivmits of human power and knowledge 
are indisputably known to us} 

[" Roman Catholics fancy that Bible miracles and the 



^ " The miracle is of a most fluctuating character. The miracle 
worker of to-day is a matter-of-fact juggler to-morrow. Science 
each year adds new wonders to our store. The master of a loco- 
motive steam engine would have been thought greater than Jupiter 
Tonans, or the Elohim thirty centuries ago." — Parker, p. 202. 
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miracles of their Church form a class by themselvea ; 
Protestants fancy that Bible miracles, alone, form a j 
class by themselves. This was eminently the postum ■ 
of mind of the late Archbishop Whately r — to hold f 
that all other miracles would turn out to be impostures, . 
or capable of a natural explanation, but that Bible 
miracles would stand sifting by a London special jury 
or by a committee of scientific men. No acutenesa 
can save such notions, as our knowledge widens, from 
btiing seen to be mere extravagances, and the Protes- 
tant notion is doomed to an earlier ruin than the 
Catholic, For the Catholic notion admits miracles in 
the mass ; the Protestant notion invites to a criticism 
by which it must finally itself perish. When Stephen 
was martyred, he looked up into heaven and saw tha 
glory of God, and Jesus standing on the right hand of 
God. That, says the Protestant, is solid fact. At the 
martyrdom of St. Fructuosus, Babylas and Mygdone, 
the Christian servants of the Roman governor, ea* the 
heavens open, and the saint and his deacon Eulogiua 
earned up on high with crowns on their heads. That 
is, says the Protestant, imposture or else illusion. St. 
Paul hears on his way to Damascus the voice of Jesus 
say to him : ' Saul, Saul, why persecutest thou me ? ' 
That, again, is solid fact. The companion of St. 
Thomas Aquinas hears a voice from the crucifix say to 
the praying saint: 'Thou hast written well of me, 
Thomas ; what recompence dost thou desire J ' That, 
again, is imposture or else illusion. Why ? It ia 
impossible to find any criterion by which one of these 
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incidents may establish its claim to a solidity which 
we refuse to the others. 

" One of two things must be made out in order to 
place either the Bible miracles alone, or the Bible 
miracles and the miracles of the Catholic Church with 
them, in a class by themselves. Either they must be 
shown to have arisen in a time eminently unfavourable 
to such a process as Shakespeare describes, to amplifi- 
cation and the production of legend ; or they must be 
shown to be recorded in documents of an eminently 
historical mode of birth and publication. But surely 
it is manifest that the Bible miracles fulfil neither of 
these conditions. It was said that the waters of the 
Pamphylian Sea miraculously opened a passage for tie 
army of Alexander the Great. Admiral Beaufort, 
however, tells us that, ' though there are no tides in 
this part of the Mediterranean, a considerable depres- 
sion of the sea is caused by long-continued north winds, 
and Alexander, taking advantage of such a moment, 
may have dashed on without impediment ;' and we 
accept the explanation as a matter of course. But the 
waters of the Red Sea are said to have miraculously 
opened a passage for the children of Israel ; and we 
insist on the literal truth of this story, and reject 
natural explanations as monstrous. Yet the time and 
circumstances of the flight from Egypt were a thousand 
times more favourable to the rise of some natural inci- 
dent into a miracle, than the age of Alexander. They 
were a time and circumstances of less broad daylight."]^ 

^ Arnold's Literature and Dogma^ p. 130. 
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HESURKECnON OF JESUS, 



We are now arrived at the most vitally important, and 
the most intensely interesting, portion of the Christian 
records — the resurrection of Jesns. This is the great 
fact to which the affections of Christiana turu with the 
most cherished eagerness, the grand foundation on 
which their hopes depend, on which their faith is fixed. 
If, in consequence of our inquiries, the ordinary doc- 
trine of Scriptural Inspiration be relinquished, we have 
reason to rejoice that Religion is relieved from a 
burden often too great for it to bear. If the complete 
verbal accuracy of the Gospel narratives is disproved, 
orthodoxy and not Christianity is a sufferer by the 
change, since it is on)y the more minute and embar- 
rassing tenets of our creed that Snd their foundatioD 
swept away. If investigation shows the miracles of 
the Bible to be untenable, or at least unobligatory 
upon our belief, theologians are comforted by feeling 
that they have one weak and vulnerable outpost the 
less to defend. But if the resurrection of our Lord 
should prove, on closer scrutiny, to rest on no adequate 
evidence, and mental integrity should compel us to 
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expunge it from our creed, the generality of Christians 
will feel that the whole basis of their faith and hope 
is gone, and their Christianity will vanish with the 
foundation on which, perhaps half unconsciously, they 
rested it. Whether this ought to be so is a point for 
future consideration. All that we have now to do is 
to remember that ti-uth must be investigated without 
any side-glance to the consequences which that investi- 
gation may have upon our hopes. Our faith is sure 
to fail us in the hour of trial if we have based it on 
consciously or suspectedly fallacious grounds, and main- 
tained it by wilfully closing our eyes to the flaws in 
its foundations. 

The belief in the resurrection of our Lord, when 
based upon* reflection at all, and not a mere mental 
habit, will be found to rest on two grounds : — first, 
the direct testimony of the Scripture narratives ; and 
secondly, the evidence derivable from the subsequent 
conduct of the Apostles. 

I. The narratives of the resurrection contained in 
the four Gospels present many remarkable discrepancies. 
But discrepancies in the accounts of an event given by 
diflerent narrators, whether themselves witnesses, or 
merely historians, by no means necessarily impugn the 
reality of the event narrated, but simply those accea- 
saries of the event to which the discrepancies relate. 
Thus, when one evangelist tells us that the two male- 
feictors, who were crucified along with Jesus, reviled 
him, and another evangelist relates that only one of 
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them riviled him, and was rebuked by the otber for bo 
doing, though the contradiction is direct and positive, 
no one feels that the least doubt is thereby thrown 
upon the fact of two malefactors having been crucified 
with Jesus, nor of sonie reviling having passed on the 
occasion, Tlierefore the variations in the narrativea 
of the resurrection given by the four evangelists do 
not, of themselves, impugn the fact of the resurrection. 
Even were they (which they are not) the first-hand 
accounts of eye-witnesses, instead of merely derived 
from such, still it is characteristic of the honest testi- 
mony of eye-witnesses to be discrepant in collateral 
minutiae. But, on a closer examination of these ac- 
counts, several peculiarities present themselves for more 
detailed consideration. 

1. We have already seen reason for concluding that, 
of the four Gospels, three at least were certainly not 
the production of eye-witnesses, but were compilations 
from oral or docimiieutary narrativea current among the 
Christian community at the time of their composition, 
and derived doubtless for the most part from very high 
authority. With regard to the fourth Gospel the 
opinions of the best critics are so much divided, that 
all we can pronounce upon the subject with any cer- 
tainty is, that if it were the production of the Apostle 
John, it was written at a time when, either from 
defect of memory, redundancy of imagination, or laxity 
in his notions of an historian's duty, he allowed him- 
self to take strange liberties with fact \ All, there£>re, 
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that the Gospels now present to us is the narrative of 
the Keaiirreotion, not as it actually occurred, but in 
the form it had aseumed among the disciples thirty 
years or more after the death of Jesus. 

Now, the discrepancies which we notice in the 
Tarious accounts are not greater than might have hcen 
expected in historians recording an event, or rather 
traditions of an event, which occurred from thirty to 
sixty years before they wrote. These records, there- 
fore, discrepant aa they are, are, we think, quite 
sufficient to prove that someihvng of the kind occurred, 
i. e., that some occurrence took place which gave rise 
to the belief and the traditions ; — but no more. The 
agreement of the several accounts show that something 
of the kind occurred : — their discrepancies show that 
this occmxence was not exactly such as it is related to 
have been. 

Something of the hind occurred which formed the 
groundwork for the belief and the narrative. What, 
then, was this something — this basis — this nucleus of 
fact ? The Gospel of Mark appears to contain this 
nucleus, and this alone.^ It contains nothing but 
what all the other accounts contain, and nothing that 
is not simple, credible, and natural, bud it contains 
enough to have formed a foundation for the whole 
subsequent superstructure. Mark informs us that 

' We ronfit bear in roiod that the genmix Gospel of Mark ends 
with the 8th verse of chapter iti. ; and that there is good reaaon 
to believe tliat Mark's GoBpel was, if not the origiQcd one, at least 
the earliest. 



Ul 



THE CREED OF CHRlSTESDOSt 



went early to the Sepulchre, they 
found it open, the hody of Jesua gone, and some one 
in white garments who assured them that he was risen. 
This all the four narratives agree in : — and they 
agree in nothing else. The disappearance of the body, 
then, was certain ; — the information that Jesus was 
risen came from the women alone, who believed it 
because ihey were told it, and who were also the first 
to affirm that they had seen their Lord. In the 
excited Btate of mind in which all the disciples must 
have been at this time, were not these three unques- 
tioned circumstances — that the body was gone ; — that 
a figure dressed in white told the women that their 
Lord was risen ;— and that the same women saw some 
one whom they believed to be him; — amply sufficient 
to make a belief in his resurrection spread with the 
force and rapidity of a contagion J 

2. It is clear that to prove such a miracle as the 
re-appearance in life of a man who had been publicly 
slain, the direct and concurrent testimony of eye-wit- 
nesses would he necessary :■ — that two or more should 
Btat« that they saw him at such a time and place, and 
knew him ; — and that this clear testimony should he 
recorded and banded down to us in an authentic docu- 
ment. This degree of evidence we might have had :-— 
this we have not. We have epistles from Peter, James, 
John, and Jude — all of whom are said by the evange- 
lists to have seen Jesus after he rose from the dead, 
in none of which epistles is the fact of the resurrection 
even stated, much less that Jesus was seen by the 
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■writer after his resurrection. This point deserves 
weighty consideration. We have ample evidence that 
the helief in Christ's resurrection ' was very early and 
very general among the disciples, but we have not the 
direct testimony of any one of the twelve, nor of any 
eye-witness at all, that they saw him on earth after 
hia death. Many writers say, "he was seen;" — no 
one says, " I saw him alive in the flesh," 

There are three apparent exceptions to this, which, 
however, when examined, will prove rather confirma- 
tory of our statement than otherwise. If the last 
chapter of the fourth Gospel were written by the 
Apostle John, it would contain the direct testimony 
of an eye-witness to the appearance of Jesus upon 
earth after his crucffixion. But its genuineness has 
long been a matter of question among learned men,* 
and few can read it critically and retain the hehef 
that it is a real relic of the beloved Apostle, or even 
that it originally formed part of the Gospel to which 
it is appended. In the first pla«e, the closing verse 
of the preceding chapter unmistakably indicates the 
termination of a history. Then, the general tone of 
the twenty-first chapter — its particularity as to the 



' The bdief in a general reBQrrcctioo wbb, we know, preTalent 
among the Jews in general, and the disciples of Christ especially; 
and it appeara trom aeveral passages tliat the opinion was that the 
reeuirection would be immediate upon death(Lukexx. 38; xxiii.43). 
In this case the belief that Christ was risen would follow immedi- 
at«lj on the knowledge of his death. 

■ See Hug, 484. 
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distance (A the bark from shore^ and the exact number 
of fishes taken — the fire ready made when the disciples 
came to land — ^the contradiction between the fourth 
verse and the seventh and twelfth, as to the recogni- 
tion of Jesus — all partake strongly of the legendary 
character, as does likewise the conversation between 
Jesus and Peter. Again, the miraculous draught of 
fishes which is here placed after the resurrection of 
Christ, is by Luke related as happening at the very 
commencement of his ministry. And finally, the last 
two verses, it is clear, cannot be from the pen of John, 
and we have no grounds for supposing them to be less 
genuine than the rest of the chapter. On a review of 
the whole question we entertain no doubt that the 
whole chapter was an addition of later date, perhaps 
by some elder of the Ephesian Church. 

In the first Epistle of Peter (iii. 21, 22), the 
resurrection and existence in heaven of Jesus are dis- 
tinctly affirmed ; but when we remember that the 
Jews at that time believed in a future life, and ap- 
parently in an immediate transference of the spirit 
from this world to the next, and that this belief had 
boon espooially enforced on the disciples of Jesus 
(Matt xvii. 1-4; xxii. 82. Luke xvi 23-31; xxiiL 
48), this will appear very different from an assertion 
that Josus had actually risen to an earthly life, and 
that Peter had seen him. Indeed the peculiar ex- 
pression that is made use of at ver. 1 8, in affirming 
the doctrine (*' being slaiu in flesh, but made alive 
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P a^in in spirit,'") indicates, in the true meaning of the 

I original, not a. fleshly, but a spiritual revivification. 

There remains the statement of Paul (1 Cor. xv. 8), 

" And last of all, he was seen of me also." This 

I asaertion, taken with the context, negatives rather 

than affirms the reappearance of Christ upon the earth 

to the bodily eye of his disciples. The whole state- 

I ment is a somewhat rambling one, and not altogether 

I oonaiBtent with the Gospel narratives ; but the chief 

t point to be attended to here is that Paul places the 

appearance of Jesus to the other disciples on the same 

footing as his appearance to himself. Now, we know 

that bis appearance to Paul was in a vision— a, 

vision visible to Paul alone of all the byetandera, and, 

therefore, subjective or mental merely, [Moreover, 

atrictly speaking, there was no vieion, at all ; — no one 

vms seen; there was a bright light, and a voice was 

I Leard. In this all the accounts agree. In a subse- 

' quent verse, indeed (xxii. 18) Paul says that, when 

" in a trance in the Temple at Jerusalem," he " saw, 

* him (the Lord) saying to him," &c. But this espres- 

, bIou, again, seems to imply hearing, not sight.] The 

conclusion to be drawn from the language of Paul 

would, therefore, be that the appearance of Jesus to 

the other disciples was visionary likewise.' Our 



1 BamTuBils ^B aapKl fuioioiJifleii W rttS^iari. (Grieabach.) Our 
comiuon traoBlatJon altera the prepoaitioo, grntuitouBly and with- 
out warrant, and thus entirely loses the writer's antithefda, 

* BuEh's AuaaUaia, p. 161. 
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LJgT;! L&re £;&£, sz»d iiiaald bape expec;ed lo 
t£ie (rrect aisaETDiai <£famr Aposbes. xbax they 
Lad BBies: Je£?3£ cc eardi azkd in ibe Sesb jitcr lis deufa: 
— we iiare zr:*! zkls aEBerdcn from sct ^oe cc xhem. 

3. T^ sisssij^is vldcb IttTe ooBoe oovn to us as 
to viiaL vL€s<e.. bj ^vixcm, s&d bov cci^i, Jesos 
BXD a&er bis deazb, presaix siidi smous sdq iiPc 
dOaibje Taj5&:dvQ5 as lo pioTe bermd qn^sScoi that 
tber are ZfO: ibe ocgical saaaoents of e}re-witD^ses» 
bat mere^T tbe fam vbkb the on^jol sski^esneskxs bad 



after tbe erect to ^rikkb tber rE^usL Lei 12s examme 
tbcfli inore paninilaziT. It wSl he mem iiaxt Aey 
affre€ m eonyfking Aal it Ho/vra/ aaJ pjr%XM&U^ and 
disarm in everytking Aal w mjMTaafiirvu dfiwf di^- 
«vtt 0/ ertdenet, AH tbe accoonte it^nee that tbe 
women, cm tbeir matntina] Tiat to tbe Sepokbie;. KMUid 
tbe bodj gone» and saw snne one in white r&iment 
who spoke to tbeuL Tkey agrte in mt^Aimg <i2^ 

(1.) Thev diSa- as to tbe number << t3:»^ wvm^L 
John montions only one^ Mair 11;9^?^»W^ ; M4Utbew 
two, Maiy Hagdalene and tbe ctb^ JilATV ^ — ^Uaik 
f&ree» tbe two Maivs and Sakme : — Luk^ ^ftr9ief!\SiL tbe 
two Maijs, Joanna^ and " ei»tain otbei^ with tbenu** 

(2.1 Tber diffiar as to the munbier oA*^ ficrsiiMis in 
white raiment who appeared to tbe wvHKien. llaik 
speaks ci one ''joong man;*' — ^Matthew of one 
"angel" — ^Luke of two •men;* — John of two 
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angels." — ^According to John, also, the appearance 
of the two angels was not till Mary's second visit to 
the tomb, after Peter and John had been there. 

(3.) They differ as to the words spoken by the 
apparitions. According to Matthew and Mark they 
asserted the resurrection of Jesus, and his departure 
into Galilee, and sent a message to his disciples en- 
joining them to follow him thither. According to 
Luke they simply stated that he was risen, and referred 
to a former prediction of his to this effect.^ Accord- 
ing to John they only asked Mary, " Woman ! why 
weepest thou V 

(4.) They differ in another point. According to 
Matthew, Luke, and John, the women carried the 
information as to what they had seen at once to the 
disciples. According to Mark " they said nothing to 
any man." 

(5.) They differ as to the parties to whom Jesus 
appeared. — ^According to Mark it was to no one. 
According to Matthew it was first to the two women, 
then to the eleven. According to John it was first to 
one woman then twice to the assembled Apostles.* 
According to Luke it was first to no woman, but to 



* If, as we have reason to believe (chap, viii.), no such predic- 
tion was ever uttered, it follows that this reference to it most be 
purely fictitious. 

* The text says simply " the disciples/' but as they met in a 
room and with closed doors, and the absence of one of the 
Apostles on the first occasion is mentioned, it evidently means 
" the eleven." 
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Cleopas and his companion, then to Peter ^, and thett j 
to the assembled eleven, 

(6.) They differ as to the locality. According to j 
Mark it was nowhere. According to Matthew it was | 
first at Jerusalem and then at Galilee, whither the ' 
disciples went in obedience to the angelic command. 
According to Ltike it was in Jerusalem afld its vicinity, 
and there alone, where the disciples remained in 
obedience to the reiterated command of Jesus him- 
self.' According to the genuine part of John, also, ' 
the appearances were confined to Jerusalem. 

l"he account of Paul differs slightly from al! the 
others ; it must have been second-hand ; and is valu- ' 
able only as showing the accounts which were current 
in the Christian Church at the time at which he wrote, 
and how much these varied from the evangelic docu- 
ments, which were, in fact, a lection out of these , 
current accounts. The epistle of Paul was written, 



' This appearance to Peter is alao mentioned by Paul (1 Cot' 1 
XV. 7), from whom probably Luke received it. We have nowhere ] 
else any trace of it. 

' Luke xxiv. 49, 53 ; Act8 i. 4. Luke and Matthew thus o 
tradict each other past all poBsibility of recoDciliatioa. Matthew \ 
tells ua that Jesua commaoded them to go into Galilee, and that i 
they went thither ; — Luke tells ua that he poaitivelj commanded 
them " not to depart from Jerusalem," and tliat they remained 
there (xxiv. 53). But Luke contradicts himself quite as flatly on 
another point. In the Gospels he represents the ascension as 
taking place on the evening of the third day after the crucifixion; 
such is the clear meaning of the text (aa may be seen from verses 
21, 33, 36, 50) ;— in the Gospels he places the ascension forty days 
after the resurrection, and says that Jesos waa seen by his disciples 
during the whole interval. 
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probably, about the year A.D. 57 ; the first three 
Gospels between the years A.D. 60 and 70. The 
appearance to James, which Paul mentions, was taken 
from the Gospel to the Hebrews, now lost.^ 

Now, we put it ib any candid man whether the 
discrepancies in these accounts are not of a nature, 
and to an extent, entirely to disqualify them from being 
received as evidence of anything, except the currency 
and credit of such stories among Christians thirty 
years after the death of Christ ? 

4. A marked and most significant peculiarity in 
these accounts, which has not received the attention it 
deserves, is, that scarcely any of those who axe said 
to have seen Jesus after his resurrection recognized 
him, though long and intimately acquainted with his 
person. According to Matthew (xxviii. 17), when 
Jesus appeared to the eleven in Galilee by his own 
appointment, some, even of them, " doubted ;*' which 
could not have been the case had his identity been 
clearly recognizable. According to Luke, the two 
disciples, with whom he held a long conversation, and 
who passed many hours in his company, did not 
recognize him. " Their eyes were holden, that they 
should not know him."^ And even after the disciples* 



1 The passage, however, is preserved by Jerome. (See Hennell, 
p. 227.) 

2 Here another interesting point comes in for consideration. 
The conversation between Jesus and his two companions turned 
upon the Messianic prophecies, which the disciples held to have 
been, disappointed by the death of Jesus, but which Jesus assured 
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had been informed, both of this reappearance and of 
that to Peter (xxiv, 34-37), yet when Jesus appeared 
to them, they were affrighted, and supposed that they 
saw a Bpirit. According to John, even Mary Mt^dalene, 
after Jesus had spoken to her, and she had turned to 
look at him, still did not recognize him, but supposed 
him to be the gardener.^ In the spurious part of 
John (xxi 4-6) the same want of recognition is 
observable. In the spurious part of Mark we see 
traces of a belief that Jesus assumed various foi^ns 
after his resurrection, to account, doubtless, for the 
non-recognition of some and the disbelief of others 
(svi. 11, 12, 13): " After that he appeared in 
another forTti unto two of them." Now, if it reaUy 
were Jesus who appeared ^o these various parties. 



them related to and were folfiUed in liim. Now, if the concluiuoti 
at which we arrived iu a preTious chapter (iv.) be correct, viz., 
that the Old Testament prophecies coiitain do real reference to a 
Buffering Meeeiah, or to Jeaua at all, it follows, that at least half 
the story of Cleopas must be fabuloue, unless, indeed, we adopt 
the Buppoaition that Jcaua held the same erroneouB views respect- 
ing these prophecies as his disciplea. 

' Furaess ("On the Four Gospels") dwells much on the fact 
that it was " dark" when Mary visited the sepulchre (John xs. 1), 
and that this was the reason why she did not recognize Jesus. 
But, in the first place, it was not so dark but that she could see 
that the sepulchre was open and the body gone. In the second 
place, her sight of Jraus was on the occasion of her gecond visit to 
the sepnlohre, and the " darkness" of early dawn was during her 
first visit, and in the interval she had gone to the city to find 
Peter and John and had returned, by which time it must have 
been broad day. In the third place, Mark tells us that tlie visit 
ot Mary was at siMiiae — a'«tr«ftaiTO( toO ^Wou — "the sun being 
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would this want of recognition have been possible ? 
If it were Jesus, he was so changed that his most 
intimate friends did not know him. How then can 
we know that it was himself ? 

"We will not attempt to construct, as several have 
endeavoured to do, out of these conflicting traditions, 
a narrative of the real original occurrence which gave 
rise to them, and of the process by which they attained 
the form and consistency at which they have arrived 
in the evangelical documents. Three different sup- 
positions may be adopted, each of which has found 
favour in the eyes of some writers. "We may either 
imagine that Jesus was not really and entirely dead 
when taken down from the cross, a supposition which 
Paulus and others show to be far from destitute of 
probability :^ or we may imagine that the apparition 
of Jesus to his disciples belongs to that class of 
appearances of departed spirits for which so much 
staggering and bewildering evidence is on record;^ 
or, lastly, we may believe that the minds of the 
disciples, excited by the disappearance of the body, 
and the announcement by the women of his resurrec- 
tion, mistook some passing individual for their crucified 
Lord, and that from such an origin multiplied rumours 
of his re-appearance arose and spread. We do not, 
ourselves, definitively adopt any of these hypotheses : 
we wish simply to call attention to the circumstance 
that we have no clear, consistent, credible account of 

1 Strauss, iii. 288. 

' See Bush's Anastasis, 156. 
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the resurrection ; that the only elements of the 
narrative which are retained and remain uniform in 
all its forms, — viz., the disappearance of the body, and 
the appearance of some one in white at the tomb, are 
simple and probable, and in no way necessitate, or 
clearly point to, the surmise of a bodily resurrection at 
alL Christ may have risen from the dead and 
appeared to his disciples ; hut it is certain that if he 
did, the Gospels do not contain a connect account of 
avjch resurrection a/nd re-appearanee. 

II. The conduct of the Apostles subsequent to the 
death of Jesus, — ^the marked change in their character 
from timidity to boldness, and in their feelings from 
deep depression and dismay to satisfaction and triumph^ 
— as depicted in the Acts, affords far stronger evidence 
in favour of the bodily resurrection of their Lord, than 
any of the narratives which have recorded the event. 
It seems to us certain that the Apostles believed 
in the resurrection of Jesus with absolute conviction. 
Nothing short of such a belief could have sustained 
them through what they had to endure, or given them 
enthusiasm for what they 4iad to do ; the question, 
therefore, which remains for oui decision is, whether 
the Apostles could have believed it, had it not been 
fact; whether their reception of the doctrine of a 
general resurrection, or rather of a future life,^ coupled 



1 The current b elief in those days appears to have been not in an 
immediate liberation of the soul to a spiritual existence, but in an 
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with the disappearance of the body of Jesus from the 
sepulchre in which he had been laid, and the report of 
the women regarding the statement of the angelic 
vision, be sufficient to account for so vivid and actuat- 
ing a faith, without the supposition of his actual 
appearance to themselves ; whether, in fact, the 
Apostles, excited by the report that he was risen, 
could have believed that they had seen him if they 
had not really done so. I[his question will be differently 
answered by different minds ; nor do we know that 
any arguments will weigh more on either side than 
the simple statement of the problem to be resolved.^ 
Certainly, the bold faith of the Apostles, if sufficient, 
is the only sufficient evidence for the occurrence ; the 
narrative testimony would be inadequate to prove a far 
more credible evetit. All we can say is this, that a 
belief in the resurrection and bodily re-appearance of 
Jesus early prevailed and rapidly obtained currency in 
the Christian community ; that the Apostles shared 
the belief in the resurrection, and did not discourage 



ultimate resurrection of all at the great day of account. John zi. 
24 ; Luke xx. 33 ; Mark xii. 28. See tn/ra, note, p. 255. 

* It is certain that we, in these days, could not believe in the 
resurrection of an individual to an earthly life unless we had ascer- 
tained his death, and ourselves seen him afterwards alive. But we 
cannot justly apply this reasoning to the early followers of Christ; 
they were not men of critical, inquiring, or doubting minds, nor 
accustomed to sift or scrutinize testimony, but, on the contrary, 
inured to marvels, and trained to regard the supernatural as almost 
an ordinary part of the natural, given moreover to see visions, and 
unhesitatingly to accept them as divine communications. 
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that ID the bodily reappearance ; that, however, none 
of them (the fourth Gospel not having been written by 
John) has left us hia own testimony to having himself 
seen Jesus alive after his death ; and that some of 
the disciples doubted, and others long after disbelieved 
the fact.^ 



In order to mitigate otir pain at finding that the 
fact of Christ's resurrection has been handed down to 
us on such inadequate testimony as to render it at 
best a doubtful inference, it is desirable to inquire 
whether, in reality, it has the doctrinal value which it 
has been the habit of theologians to attribute to it 
We have been taught to regard it not only an the chief 
and crowning proof of the divinity of our Saviour's 
mission, hut as the type, earnest, and assurance of our 
own translation to a life beyond the grave. It ia very i 
questionable, however, whether either of these views i 
of it is fuUy justified by reason. 

There can be no doubt that the fact of an individu^ 
having been miraculously restored to life, is a signal 
proof of divine interposition in his behalf. Such 
restoration may be viewed in three lights — either as a ' 



' See 1 Cor. xv. 12, The whole argument of Paul respecting tho 
resurrection is remarliable — it is Bimply this, there muat be a 
reBurreotion from the dead because Christ " is preached" to have 
risen ; and that if there were no rasurrectioD, then Christ could 
not be risen. It would seem as if he considered the Imth of the 
resnirection of ChriHt to depend upon the correotneas of the doctrine 
of the general resurrection (verse 13). 
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reward for a life of extraordinary virtue, or as an 
intimation that hia misaioii upon earth had been pre- 
jnaturely cut short, and that his reanimation was necea- 
sary for its fulfilment, or as an announcement to the 
world that he was in a peculiar manner the object of 
divine regai'd and the subject of divine influence. The 
first point of view is evidently irrational, and the off- 
spring of unregencrate and uncultivated thought. It is 
prompted either by the inconsiderate instincts of the 
natural man, or by diabelief in a future life. It 
implies either that there is no future world, or that 
this world is preferable to it, since no man, believing 
in another and a better state of existence, would regard 
it as an appropriate reward for distinguished excellence 
to be reduced to this. The second point of view is, if 
possible, still more unreasonable, since it assumes that 
God had permitted such an interference with and 
defeat of his plans, that he wa.s obliged to interpose 
for their renewal. The third aspect in which such a 
fact ifi to be regarded alone remains, and is in effect 
the one in which it is commonly viewed throughout 
Christendom, viz., as a public announcement from the 
MostHigh, "ThisismybelovedSon,hearyehim." But 
this point of view is attended with many difficulties. 

In the first place, if the Gospel narratives are to be 
taken as our standing-ground (and they are as valid 
for the one case as for the other), the restoration of the 
dead to life did not necessarily imply any such peculiar 
fe.TOur, or contain any such high announcement. The 
evangelists record three instances of such miraculous 



158 



THE CREED OF CHJVISTEKDOM. 



resuscitation, in none of which have we any reason for 
believing the subject of the miracle to be peculiarly 
an object of divine love or approbation, in all of which 
the miracle was simply one of mercy to mourning 
friends. The resuscitated parties were all obacure 
individuals, and only one of them appears to have been 
a follower of Christ. Secondly, this point of view was 
not the one taken by the Apostles. To them the 
value of Christ's resurrection consisted in its enabling 
them still to retain, or rather to resume, that beUef in 
the Messiahship of Jesus which his death had shaken.' 
If restored to life, he might yet be, and probably v?a8, 
that Great Deliverer whom, as Jews, they watched 
and waited and prayed for ; if he were dead, then 
that cherished notion was struck dead with him. 
Now, if we are right in the conclusion at which we 
arrived in an earlier chapter,* viz., that Jesus had 
nothing in common with that liberating and triumphant 
conqueror predicted by the Jewish prophets and 
expected by the Jewish nation ; it follows that the 
especial effect which the resurrection of Christ pro- 
duced upon the minds of his disciples, was to confii-m 
them in an error. This, to them, was its dogmatic 
value, the ground on which they bailed the announce- 
ment and cherished the belief. Thirdly, it will admit 
of question whether, in the eye of pure reason, the 
resurrection of Christ, considered as an attestation to 

' ThU is especially manifest from the conversation on tlie journej' 
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the celestial origin of his religion, be not superfluous 
— whether it be not human weakness, rather than 
human reason, which needs external miracle as sanction 
and buttress of a system which may well rely upon its 
own innate strength, whether the internal does not 
surpass and supersede the external testimony to its 
character, whether the divine truths which Christ 
taught should not be to us the all-sufficient attestation 
of his divine mission. We have seen in the preceding 
cnapter that miraculous power in any individual is no 
guarantee for the correctness of his teaching. We 
have seen that if the doctrines which Jesus taught 
approve themselves to the enlightened understanding 
and the uncorrupted heart, they are equally binding 
on our allegiance whether he wrought miracles in the 
course of his career or not. And if the truth that 
God is a loving Father, and the precept, " Thou shalt 
love thy neighbour as thyself," derive no corroboration 
from the resurrection of Lazarus or the Youth of Nain, 
neither can they from that of Christ himself. Doubt- 
less we should sit with more prostrate submission and 
a deeper reverence at the feet of a teacher who came 
to us from the grave, but it is probably only the 
infirmity of our faith and reason which would cause us 
to do so.^ Rationally considered, Christ's resurrection 
cannot prove doctrines true that would else be false, 
nor certain that would else be doubtful Therefore, 

^ Jesus seems to intimate as much when he says, *^ If they hear 
not Moses and the Prophets, neither will they be persuaded though 
cue rose from the dead*" 
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coDsidGred ae a reward, it is contradictor; and absurd; 
conHidered as the renewal of an interrupted mission, it 
involves an unwortliy and monstrous conception of 
God'a providence ; considered aa an attestation to the 
MeBBiahship of Jesus, it is an attestation to an error ; 
considered as a sanction and corroboration of bis 
doctrines, it ia, or ought to he, superfluous. 

Is the other view which we have been accustomed to 
take of Christ's resurrection, — viz., as the type, pledge, 
and foretelling of our own, — more consonant to sound 
reason ? We believe the reverse will prove nearer to 
the truth. That it was regarded in this view by the 
Apostles, is here no argument for us. For they looked 
for the coming of their Lord, and the end of the world, 
if not in their own lifetime, at least in that of the 
existing generation, — when they who were alive would 
be caught up into the clouds, and those who were dead 
would come forth out of their graves, and join together 
the glorious company of the redeemed. They looked 
for a bodily resurrection for themselves — which on 
their supposition of the date might appear possible, — 
a resurrection, therefore, of which that of Jesus tvae a 
prototype — a pattern — a cognate occurrence. But in 
our position the case is not only altered, but reversed. 
Christ's resurrection was believed, and is affirmed to 
have been, a reanimation of the body which Le wore 
in life ; it could, therefore, be an earnest of the resur- 
n;ctioQ of those only whose bodies still remained to be 
r«&uiiunted : it was an exceptional case ; it refen not 
to us ; it convoys uo hope to us ; — we are not of thoee 
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whose resurrection it could typify or assure ; for our 
bodies, like those of the couDtlesa generations who 
have lived and passed away since Christ trod our earth, 
will have crumbled into dust, and passed into other 
combinations, and become in turn the bodies of myriads 
of other animated beings, before the great expected 
day of the resurrection of the just To us a bodily 
resurrection ia impossible. If, therefore, Christ's resur- 
rection were spiritual — independent of his buried 
body — it might be a type and foreshadowing of our 
own ; — if, on the other hand, as the evangelists relate, 
it was corporeal — if his body left the grave undecayed, 
and appeared on earth, and ascended into glory,— then 
its value aa a pledge belonged to the men of that time 
alone, — we have neither part nor lot in its significa- 
tion ; — it is rather an extinguisher than a confirmation 
of our hopes. 

It will be seen that we make no scruple in nega- 
tiving a doctrine held verbally by the Church, viz., 
" the resurrection of the body ; " since, whatever was 
intended by the authors of this phrase^^ — the meaning 
of which is by no means clear to us, and was probably 
no clearer to themselves, — thus much i^ certain, that 



' " We can," nays Peatson, " no otherwiBQ expound this article 
tiSaching the reBiuTection of the bod;, than by aaaertiDg tbat the 
same boditia which have lived and died shall live again ; that .the 
same flesh which Ib corrupted Bhall he reatoi'ed." Again, " That 
the same body, not any other, shall be raised to life which died, 
that the game flesh which waa separated from the sou] at tlie day 
of death shall be united to the soul at the last day," Etc.— Piar«i« 
on the Cited, art. xi. 
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our " re&urrection of the body " can bear no similarity 
to Christ's resurrection of the body; — ^for his body 
remained only a few hours in the grave^ and, iwe are 
expressly told, " did not see corruption," and ours, we 
know^ remains there for untold years, and moulders 
away into the original elements of its marvellous 
chemistry. 

"We conclude, then, as before : — ^that as we cannot 
hope to rise, as Christ is said to have done, with our 
own present uncorrupted body, his resurrection, if it 
were a reanimation of his earthly frame, can be no 
argument, proof, pledge, pattern, or foreshadowing of 
our own. If, on the contrary, his resurrection were 
spiritual, and his appearances to his disciples mental 
and apparitionary only, they would, pro tanto, counte- 
nance the idea of a future state. Our i/nterest^ there- 
fore, as waiters and hopers for an immortality, would 
appear to lie in dishelieymg the letter of the Scripture 
narratives. 
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Having now arrived at this point of our inquiry, let 
us pause and cast a summary glance on the ground 
over which we have travelled, and the conclusiona at 
which we have arrived. We have found that the 
popular doctrine of Scriptural Inspiration rests on no 
foundation whatever, but is a. gratuitous as well as an 
untenable assumption. We have seen that neither 
the books of Moses nor the laws of Moses, as we have 
them, were (at least as a whole) the production of the 
great Leader and Lawgiver whose name they bear. We 
have seen ample reason for concluding that a belief in 
One only Supreme God was not the primaiy religion 
either of the Hebrew nation or the Hebrew prieata ; 
but that their Theism — originally limited and impure 
— was gradually elevated and purified into perfect and 
exclusive monotheism, by the influence of their Poets 
and Sages, and the progressive advance of the people 
in intelligence and civilization. We have discovered 
that their Prophets were Poets and Statesmen, not 
Predictors — and that none of their writing contain a 
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single prediction which was originally designed by them, 4 
or can he honestly interpreted by us, to foretell the j 
appearance and career of Jesus of Nazareth. What I 
have been commonly regarded as such, are happy and 
applicable quotations : but no more. We have seen j 
further that none of the four histories of Christ whicll 
have come down to us are completely genuine and i 
faithful ; — that while they are ample and adequate for j 
showing us what Christ was, and what was the ( 
and spirit of his teaching, we yet do not possess sufficient I 
certainty that they record, in any special instance, the I 
precise words or actions of Christ, to warrant us in build- 
ing upon those words or actions doctrines revolting to J 
our uncorrupted instincts and our cultivated sense. 1 
have found, moreover, that the Apostles— zealous a 
devout men as they were— were yet most imperfecta 
and fallible expounders of the mind of their departeotM 
Lord. We have seen that miracles — even where thea 
record of them is adequate and above suspicion, if a 
such case there be- — are no sufficient guarantee of th^ 
truth of the doctrines preached by the worker of thoi 
wonders. And finally, we have been compelled to 
conclude that not only is the resurrection of our Lord, 
as narrated in the Gospels, encumbered with too many 
difficulties and contradictions to be received as un- 
questionable, but that it is far from having the 
dogmatic value usually attached to it, as a pledge and 
foreshowing of our own. 

But however imperfect may be the records we 
possess of Christ's ministry, this imperfection doea 
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sot affect the nature or authority of his mission. 
Another great question, therefore, here opens before 
us 1 — " Was Christ a divinely-commissioned Teacher 
of Truth ? " In other words, " Is Christianity to be 
regarded as a Religion revealed by God to man 
through Christ ? " 

What is the meaning which, in ordinary theological 
parlance, we attach to the words " Divine Revela- 
tion 1 " What do we intend to signify when we 
say that " Qod spoke " to this Prophet, or to that 
saint ? 

We are all of va conscious of thoughts which come 
to US — which are not, properly speaking, our own — 
which we do not create, do not elaborate ; — flashes of 
light, glimpses^of truth, or of what seems to us such, 
brighter and sublimer than commonly dwell in our 
minds, which we are not conscious of having wrought 
out by any process of inquiry or meditation. These 
are frequent and brilliant in proportion to the intel- 
lectual gifts and spiritual elevation of the individual : 
they may well he termed inspirations — revelations ; 
but it is not such as these that we mean when we 
speak of the Revelation by Christ, 

Those who look upon God as a Moral Governor, as 
well as an original Creator, — a God at hand, not a 
God afar off in the distance of infinite space, and in 
the remoteness of past or future eternity,— -who con- 
ceive of Him as taking a watchful and presiding 
iutereat in the affairs of the world, and as influencing 
the hearts and actions of men, — believe that through 
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the workings of the Spirit He has spoken to manj, 
has whispered His will to them, has breathed great 
Md trae thoughts into their minds, has " wrought 
mightily" within them, has in their secret commnnings 
and the deep visions of the night, eaosed Bjs Spirit 
to move over the troubled waters of their sools, and 
educed light and order from the mental chaos. These 
are the views of many religions minds ; — ^bnt these 
are not what we mean when we speak of the Bevela- 
tion made by Ood to Christ. 

Those, again, who look upon God as the great 
artificer of the world of life and matter, and upon 
man, with his wonderful corporeal and mental frame, 
as His direct work, conceive the same idea in a some- 
what modified and more mal;erial form. They believe 
that He has made men with different intellectual 
capacities ; and has endowed some with brains so 
much larger and finer than those of ordinary men, as 
to enable them to see and originate truths which are 
hidden from the mass ; and that when it is His will 
that Mankind should make some great step forward, 
should achieve some pregnant discovery. He calls into 
being some cerebral organization of more than ordi- 
nary magnitude and power, as. that of David, Isaiah, 
Pluto, Shakspoare, Bacon, Newton, Luther, Pascal, 
which gives birth to new ideas and grander concep- 
tions of tho truths vital to humanity. But we mean 
soinothing essentially distinct from this when we 
spinik of Christ as the Teacher of a Religion revealed 
to him by his Father. 
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When a Cliriatiaii affirms Christianity to be a 
"revealed religion," he intends simply and without 
artifice to declare hia belief that the doctrines and 
precepts which Christ taught were not the production 
of his own (human) mind, either in its ordinary opera^ 
tions, or in its flights of suhlimest contemplation ; 
but were directly and supematu rally communicated to 
him from on high.^ He means this, or he means 
nothing definable and distinctiva What grounds 
have we, then, for adopting such an opinion 1 

It ia evident that, if the conclusions to which our 
previous investigations have led us be correct, our only 
arguments for believing Christianity to be a divine 
revelation in contradistinction to a human conception, 
must he drawn from the superhuTnanity of its nature 
and contents. What human intellect could ascertain, 
• it would be superfluous for God to reveal. The belief 
of Christ himself, that his teaching " was not his, but 
hia Father's," — even if we were certain that he used 
these precise words, and intended them to convey 
precisely the meaning we attach to them, — could not 
suffice us, for the reasons assigned in the first chapter 
of this work. The belief in communications with 
the Deity haa in all ages been common to the most 
exalted and poetical order of religious minds. The 
fact that Christ held a conviction which he shared 



' Those who believe that ChriBt wfia God — if atiy such really 
exjflt — must of courae hold everjthiag he taught wHa, ipso /iicto, a 
divine revelation. With Buck all argument and iaquuy ig neces- 
sarily auperseded. 
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with the great and good of other times, can be no 
argument for ascribing to him divine communicationB 
distinct from those granted to the great and good of 
other timea. It remains, therefore, a simple question 
for our consideration, whether the doctrines and pre- 
cepts taught by Jeans are so new, bo profound, so 
perfect, so distinctive, so above and beyond parallel, 
that they could not have emanated naturally from a 
clear, simple, unsoiled, unwarped, powerful, meditative 
mind, — living four hundred years after Socrates and 
Plato — brought up among the pure Essenes, nourished 
on the wisdom of Solomon, the piety of David, the 
poetry of Isaiah — elevated by the knowledge, and- 
illuminated by the love of the one true God. 

Now on this subject we hope our confession of faith 
will be acceptable to all save the narrowly orthodox. 
It is difficult, without exhausting superlatives, even to 
unexprcBsive and wearisome satiety, to do justice to 
our intense love, reverence, and admiration, for the 
character and teaching of Jesua. We regard him 
not as the perfection of the intellectual or philo- 
sophic mind, but as the perfection of the spiritual 
character, — as surpassing all men of all times in 
the closeness and depth of bis communion with 
the Father. In reading his sayings, we feel that 
we are holding converse with the wisest, purest, 
noblest Being that ever clothed thought in the poor 
language of humanity. In studying his life we feel 
that we are following the footsteps of the highest 
ideal yet presented to us upon earth. 
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God, that so much manliness has been lived out, and 
stands there yet, a lasting monument to mark how 
high the tides of divine life Have risen in the worid of 
man ! '* 

But these convictions — strong, deep-seated, and 
well-grotinded as they are — do not bring us to the 
conclusion that either the rare moral or mental supe- 
riorities of Jesus were supernatural endowments, in 
the common acceptation of the word. The Old Tes- 
tament contairted his teaching; it was reserved for 
him to elicit, publish, and enforce it A thoughtful 
perusal of Job, the Psalms, Ecclesiastes, and Isaiah 
will show beyond question the germs of those views 
which in the purer and sublimer genius of Christ rose 
to so Jiigh an elevation.^ The doctrine of a future 
world, though not enforced,- perhaps probably not 
found, in the Old Testament, was we know currently 
believed among the Jews before the time of Jesus, 
and must have been familiar to him from his infancy. 
We have no hesitation in concluding that a pure and 
powerful mind, filled with warm aflfections and devo- 



1 A quotation of texts is scarcely the right mode of proving this. 
See Hennell for an exposition of how much of Christianity was 
already extant in Jewish teaching ; also Mackay^s Progress of the 
Intellect, ii. 376. [Em. Deutch's paper on the Talmud, Q^art. 
Ileview, No. 246, and Renan, Vie de Jesus, ch. v.] But it must 
not be forgotten that though many of the Christian precepts were 
extant before the time of Jesus, yet it is to him that we owe them; 
to the energy, the beauty, the power of his teaching, and still more 
to the sublime life he led, which was a daily and hourly exposition 
and enforcement of his teaching. 
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tional feelings, and studying the Hebrew Scriptures 
(Uscrvminatively, appropriating and assimilating what 
was good and noble, and rejecting what was mean and 
low, could and might naturally arrive at the conclu- 
sion which Jesus reached, as to the duties of men, the 
attributes of God, and the relation of man to God. 
Christianity is distinguished from Judaism rather by 
what it excluded than by what it added. It is an 
eclecticism and an expansion of the best elements of 
its predecessor. It selects the grand, the beautiful, 
the tender, the true, and ignores or suppresses the 
exclusive, the» narrow, the corrupt, the coarse, and the 
vindictive. It is Moses, David, Solomon, Isaiah, 
purified, sublimated and developed. If this be so, 
then the supposition that Christianity was supematu- 
rally communicated, falls to the ground as needless, 
and therefore inadmissible. What man could discover 
naturally, God would not communicate supematu- 
rally. 

But we may go further. Not only is there no 
necessity for supposing that Christ's views as to God 
and duty were supematurally revealed to him, but 
there is almost a necessity for adopting an opposite 
conclusion. If they were the elaboration of his own 
mind, we may well imagine that they may contain 
some admixture of error and imperfection. If they 
were revealed to him by God, this could not be the 
ciise. If, therefore, we find that Jesus was in error 
in any point either of his practical or his speculative 
teaching, our conclusion, hitherto a probability. 
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[becomes a certainty. It ia evident that we could 
treat of this point with far more satisfaction if we 

in a position to pronounce with perfect precision 
what Christ did, and what he did not, teach. But as 
we have seen that many words are put into his mouth 
which he never uttered, we cannot ascertain this as 
undouhtedly aa is desirable. There must still remain 
some degree of doubt as to whether the errors and 
imperfections which we detect, originated with or 
were shared by Christ, or whether they were wholly 
attributable to his followers and historians. 

There are, however, some matters on which the 
general concurrence of the evangelical histories, and 
their undesigned and incidental intimations, lead us to 
conclude that Jesus did share the mistakes which pre- 
vailed among bia disciples, though, in going even so far 
aa this, we speak with great diffidence. He appears 
to have held erroneous views respecting demoniacal 
'possession, the interpretation of Scripture,' his own 
Messiahship, his second coming, and the approach- 
ing end of the world. At least, if he held the views 
aecrihed to him (and the preponderance of evidence ia 



' See on this Bubjcct chap. viii. Perhaps the moat eiDgulor 
iDElance of this mialDterpretaUoa of Scripture is iu the aoplitstical 
' uguuient Bscribeil to Christ, concerning the Hiipposed addreasof 
David to the Meaaiah. " The Lord aaid unto my Lord," &c (Matth, 
zxii. 41, and parallel passage.) It appeara clear that this Faalm was 
not compoeed by David, but was addressed to Darid by Nathan, or 
some Court Prophet, on the occasion of some ot his signal victoriea. 
— See " Hebrew Monarchy," p. 92. David did not cdl the Messiah 
" Lord; " it was the Poet that called David " Lord." 
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in favour of the assumption that he did), we knowj 
that OD these topics he was mistaken. Now if he was ] 
ao in error, bi.i teaching could not have been ac 
fallible revelation from the God of truth, in the sense ] 
in which Christendom employs that phrase. 

But we now come upon another question, which, if I 
answered in the negative, at once closes the inquiry to j 
which this chapter is devoted. "Is the revelation oi J 
an undiscoverable truth possible 1 " That is, " Can \ 
any doctrine be taught by Go(f to man — be super- 
naturally infused, that is, into his mind, which he 
might not by the employment of his own faculties 1 
have discerned or elicited ? " In other words, " Can ] 
the human mind receive an idea which it could not ] 
ori^naie?" We think it plain that it cannot; 1 
though the subject is one which may be better illum- 
inated by reflection than by dLscuesion. At least it is 
difficult to conceiye the nature and formation of that J 
intellect which can comprehend and grasp a truth 1 
when presented to it, and perceive that it is a truth, I 
and which yet could not, in the courso of time and I 
under favourable conditiona, work out that truth byj 
the ordinary operation of its own powers. It appear^S 
to us that, by the very nature of the statement, the! 
faculties necessary for the one mental process must bo^ 
competent to the other.^ If an idea (and a truth is | 

1 It may be objected Ibat external /acts may be revealed which 
could not be diacovered. We may be aaaured by revelation that 
tlio inhabitants of Saturn have wings or have do heads, but then we 
do not recognise the truth of the assurance. We may be ussuied 
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only an idea, or a combination of ideas, which approves 
itself to us), can find entrance into the mind and take 
up its abode there, does not this very fact show a 
fitness for the residence of that idea ? — a, fitness, 
therefore, which would have insured admittance to the 
idea if suggested in any of those mental processes 
which we call thought, or by any of those combinations 
of occurrences which we call accident — a fitness, there- 
fore, which, as the course of time and the occurrence 
of a thousand such possible suggesting accidents must 
almost necessarily have ensured the presentation of 
the idea, would also have ensured its reception ? If, 
on the other hand, the idea, from its strangeness, its 
immensity, its want of harmony with the nature and 
existing furniture of the mind, could never have pre- 
sented itself naturally, would not the same strangeness, 
the same vastness, the same incompatibility of essence 
incapacitate the mind from receiving it if presented 
superilaturally ? 

" Revealed religion," says one of our acutest writers, 
" is an assumption of some truths, and an anticipa- 
tion or confirmation of others It is 

obvious that a truth which is announced from heaven 
in one age, may be discovered by man in another. A 
truth is a real and actual relation of things subsisting 
somewhere,— either in the ideas within us, or the 

by revelation of the existence of a future world; but could we 
receive the assurance unless our minds were already so prepared 
for it, or so constituted, that it would naturally have occurred 
to them? 
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objects without us, — and capable therefore of malting 
itself clear to us by evidence either demonstrative or 
moral. We may not yet have advanced to the point 
of view from which it opens upon us ; but a prt^ 
greasive knowledge must bring us to it ; and we shall 
then see that wiiich hitherto was sustained by autho- 
rity, resting on its natural support ; we shall behold 
it, indeed, in the same light in which it has all along 
appeared to the superior Intelligence who tendered it 
to our beUef. Thus revelation is an anticipation only 
of Science ; a forecast of future intellectual and moral 
aehievements ; a provisional authority for governing 
the human mind, till the regularly-constituted powers 
can be organised." In this case it is evident that the 
question whether a truth were discovered or revealed, 
depends upon a previous inquiry ; viz., whether the 
truth were too far before the age to have been dis- 
covered by that age ? and if so, whether the Teacher 
of it were not far enough before his age to make the 
truth which waa hidden from his contemporaries visible 
to him ? It thus becomes a mere question of time 
and degree ; and what is justly called a revelation 
now, would be justly called a discovery a century 
hence. It ia obvious that this is too narrow and 
shifting a ground to form a safe foundation for a 
theory of revelation. 

Further, we are at a loss to imagine how a man 
can distinguisk between an idea revealed to him and 
an idea conceived by him. In what manner and by 
what sure token, can it be made clear to him that 
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a thought came to him from without, not arose within ? 
He may perceive that it is resplendently bright, un- 
questionably new ; he may be quite unconscious of 
any process of ratiocination or meditation by which it 
can have been originated ; but this is no more than 
may be said of half the ideas of profound and con- 
templative genius. Shall we say that it was breathed 
into him " in a dream, in a vision of the night, when 
deep sleep falleth upon man ; *' and that, therefore, he 
assumes that it is not his, but God's ? Yet what is 
this but to declare that God chooses for his communi- 
cations with the mind of man the period of its most 
unquestionable imperfection, when the phantasy is 
ascendant and the judgment is torpid and in abeyance ? 
Shall we say that the thought was spoken to him 
aloud, in the ordinary language of humanity, and that, 
therefore, he knows it to have been a divine communi- 
cation, not a human conception ? But what singular 
logic is this I Is the voice of God, then, only, or then 
most, recognisable when it borrows the language of 
man ? Is that unprecise and feeble instrument of 
thought and utterance, invented by man's faulty 
faculties, God's best and surest mode of communication 
with the spirit he has created ? Nay, is not imperfect 
language an impossible medium for the conveyance of 
absolute and infinite truth ? And do we really mean 
that we feel certain it is God's voice which we hear 
from the clouds, and doubtful that it is His which 
speaks to us silently, and in the deep and sacred 
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musings of the Soul ? We caDnot intend to main- 
tain this monstrous thesis. 

Our reflections, then, bring us to this conclusion : — 
that the only certain proof we can have of a revelation 
must lie in the truths it teaches being such as are 
inaccessible to, and therefore incomprehensible by, the 
mind of man ; that if they are such as he can con- 
ceive and grasp and accept, they are such as he might 
have discovered, and he has no means of knowing 
that he has not discovered them ; if they are such as 
he could not have discovered, they are such as he 
cannot receive, such as he could not recognise or 
ascertaia to be truth. 

Since, then, we can find no adequate reason for ' 
believing Jesus to be the Son of God, nor his doctrines 
to be a direct and special revelation to him from the ' 
Most High — using these phrases in their ordinary 
signification — in what light do we regard Christ and 
Christianity 1 

We do not believe that Chiistianity contains any- 
thing which a genius like Christ's, brought up and 
nourished as his had been, might not have dise 
tangled for itself. We hold that God has so arranged 
matters in this beautiful and well-ordered, but mys- , 
tcriously-govemed universe, that one great mind after 
another will arise from time to time, as such are I 
needed, to discover and flash forth before the eyes of 
man the truths that are wanted, aud the amount of ' 
tjuth that can be borne. We couceive that this 
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r effected by endowing them, or (for we pretend to no 
echolastic nicety of expression) by having arranged that 

I Nature and the course of events shall send them into 

I the world endowed with that superior mental and 
moral organisation, in which grand truths, sublime 

[ gleams of spiritual light, will spontaneously and in- 
evitably arise. Such a ons we believe was Jesus of 
Nazareth, tlie most exalted religious genius whom 
God ever sent upon the earth ; in himself an embodied 
revelation ; humanity in its divineat phase, " God 

. manifest in the flesh," according to Eastern hyperbole; 

[ an exemplar vouchsafed, in an early age of the World, 

I of what man may and should become, in the course 
of ages, in hia progress towards the realisation of 
bis destiny ; an individual gifted with a grand clear 
intellect, a noble soul, a fine organisation, marvellouB 
moral intuitions, and a perfectly balanced moral being; 
and who, by virtue of these endowments, saw further 
than all other men— 



an earnest, not only of what humanity may he, but of 
what it will be, when the most perfected races shall 
bear the same relation to the finest minds of existing 
times, as these now bear to the Bushmen or the 
Esquimaux. He wafl, as Parker beautifully expresses 
it, " the possibihty of the race made real. ' He was a 
sublime poet, prophet, moralist, and hero; and had 
the usual fate of such — misrepresented by his enemies, 
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— mieconstraed by his friends ; unhappy in this, that 
hisnearest intimates and followers were not of a calibre 
to understand hina ; happy in this, that his words con- 
tained such undyii^ seeds' of truth as could survive 
even the media through which they passed. Like the 
wheat found in the Egyptian Catacombs, they retain 
the power of germinating undiminished, whenever 
their appropriate soil ia found. They have been pre- 
served essentially almost pure, notwithstanding the 
Judaic narrowness of Peter, the orthodox passions of 
John, and metaphysical subtleties of Paul. Every- 
thing seems to us to confirm the conclusion that we 
have in the Christianity of Scripture, not a code of 
law, still less a system of dogma, but a mass of beau- 
tiful, simple, sublime, profound, not perfect, truths, 
obscured by having come down to us through the inter- 
vention of minds far inferior to that of its Author — 
narrowed by their uncultivation — marred by their mis- 
apprehensions — and tarnished by their foreign admix- 
tures. It is a collection of grand truths, transmitted 
to us by men who only half comprehended their 
grandeur, and imperfectly grasped their truth.' 



' " The character of tlie record h Mich that I see not how any 
stress can be kid on particular actions attributed to JeeuE. That 
he lived a divine life, Eufii-red a violent death, taught and lived a 
moat beautiful religion — thia eeemB the great fact about which a 
mass of truth and error has been collect^!. That he should gather 
diHciples, he opposed by the FrieefB and Phariaeea, have coutro- 
veriiiea with them — this lay in the nature of things. His loftiest 
sayings seem to nie the most liltely to be genuine. The great streas 
laid on the person of Jesus by his followers, shows what the person 



IS CeEISTIANITY A EEVEALED RELIGION ? 179 

The question whether Christ bad a special miasioD 
—were specially inspired by the Spirit of God^ — will 
be decided by each man according to tbe views he may 
entertain of Provideoce, and to the meaning which be 
attaches to words which, in the lips of too many, have 
no de6nite meaning at all. We are not careful to 
answer in this matter. We believe that God has 

■ arranged this glorious but perplexing world with a 
purpose, and on a plan. We bold that every man of 
superior capacity (if not every man sent upon the eartb) 
has a duty to perform — a mission to fulfil — a baptism 
to be baptized with — " and how is he straitened till 

' it be accomplished I " We feel a deep inward convic- 
tion that every great and good man possesses some 
portion of God's truth, to proclaim to the world, and to 

mnBt have been ; they put the person beEore the thing, the fact 
above the idea,. But it is nob about common men that such mythi- 
cal stories are told"— Theodore Parker, Disoouree, p. 188. 

["Lea dvftngeliatea eux-m8aieH, qui nous ont liSguiJ Timago de 
Jesus, Bout si fort au-dessouB de celui dunt ila parlent que mna 
ctsse ila le defigurent, faute d'atleindre & sa, hauteur. Leurs eorita 
Bont pleins d'erreurs et de coctre-sena. Od entrevoit k cbacquo 
ligne UB origiual d'uce heaute divine trahi par dcB redncteurs qui 
e le cotnprenuent pas, et qui substituent leura propres ideca k 
celles qu'iJs ne Baiaissent qu'ii demi." — Benan, Vk de Jesm, p. 466, 
" The more we conceive of Jeaus as almost as much over the 
heads of his disciples and reporters as he is oyer the heads of so- 
called Christians now, the more we see his disciples to have been, 
as they were, men raised by a truer moral susceptivenesa above 
tlieir countrymen, but in intellectual conceptions and habita mueh 
a level with them, — all the more do we mate room, so to s[ieak» 
Jesus to be inconceivably great and wonderful ; as wonderful 
his reporters imagined him tobe, thoughinadifferent raanuer." 
— Likrature and Hugmix, p. 153.] 



180 



THE CREED OF CHRISTENDOM. 



fructify in his own bosom. In a true and simple, but 
not the ortiodox, sense, we believe all the pure, 
wise, and mighty in soul, to be inspired, and to be 
inspired for the instruction, advancement, and eleva- 
tion of mankind. " luspiration, like God's omnipre- 
sence, is not limited to the few writers claimed by 
the Jews, Christians, or Mahometans, but is co-extensive 

with the race The degree of inspiration must 

depend upon two things : first, on the natural ability, 
the particular intellectual, moral, and religious endow- 
ment or genius wherev/ith each man is furnished by 
Qod; and next, on the use each man makes of this 
endowment. In one word, it depends on the man's 
Quantity of Being and his Quantity of Obedience. 
Now, as men differ widely in their natural eiidowments, 
and much more widely in their use and development 
thereof, there must of course be various degrees of 
inspiration, from the lowest sinner up to the loftiest 
saint All men are not by birth capable of the same 
degree of inspiration, and by culture and acquired 
character they are still less capable of it. A man of 
noble intellect, of deep, rich, benevolent affections, is 
by his endowments capable of more than one less 
gifted. He that perfectly keeps the Soul's law, thus 
fulfilling the conditions of inspiration, has more than 
he who keeps it imperfectly ; the former must receive 

all his soul can contain at that stage of its growth 

Inspiration, then, is the consequence of a faithful use 
of our faculties. Each man is its subject— God its 



—truth its only test. . 



Men may call it 



IS CHRISTIANITY A REVEALED RELIGION ? 181 

miraculous, but nothing is more natural. It is co-ex- 
tensive with the faithful use of man's natural powers. 
.... Now, this inspiration is limited to no sect, age, 
or nation. It is wide as the world, and common as 
God. It is not given to a few men, in the infancy of 
mankind, to monopolize inspiration, and bar God out 
of the Soul. You and I are not bom in the dotage 
and decay of the world. The stars are beautiful as 
in their prime ; ' the most ancient Heavens are fresh 
and strong.' God is still everywhere in nature. 
Wherever a heart beats with love — ^where Faith and 
Reason utter their oracles — ^there also is God, as for- 
merly in the hearts of seers and prophets. Neither 
Gerizim, nor Jerusalem, nor the soil that Jesus blessed, 
is so holy as the good man's heart; nothing so full of 
God. This inspiration is not given to the learned 
alone, not only to the great and wise, but to every 
faithful child of God. Certain as the open eye drinks 
in the light, do the pure in heart see God ; and he 
that lives truly feels Him as a presence not to be put 

by." ' 

This, however, to minds nourished on the positivo 
and sententious creeds of orthodox Christendom, is not 
enough. Truths that are written by the finger of God 
upon the heart of man, are not definite enough for 
them. Views of religion and duty wrought out by 
the meditations of the studious, confirmed by the 
allegiance of the good and wise, stamped as sterling 



^ Theodore Parker, p. 161, et seq. 
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by the response they find in every uncorrupted mind 
— are not sure enough for them. " They cannot trust 
God unless they have hia bond iii hlacJc and white, 
given UTider oath, and attested by wltnesBes." They 
cling to dogmatic certainties, and vainly imagine such 
certainty to be attainable. It is this feeling which 
lies at the root of the distaste so generally evinced by 
orthodox Christiana for natural religion and for free 
and daring theological research ; and the mental de- 
fect in which it has ita origin is not difficult to discover. 
It belongs to understandings at once dependent, indo- 
lent, and timid, in which the practical predonjinatea 
over the spiritual, to which external testimony is more 
intelligible than internal evidence — which prefer the 
ease derived from reposing on authority to the labour 
inseparable from patient and original reflection. Such 
men are unwilling to rest the hopes which animate 
them, and the principles which guide them, either on 
the deductions of fallible reason, or the convictions of 
corruptible instincts. This feeling is natural, and is 
shared by even the profoundest thinkers at some period 
or other of their progress towards that serenity pf faith 
which is the last and highest attainment of the devout 
aeareher after truth. But the mistaie is, to conceive 
it possible to attain certainty by some change in the 
process of elaborating knowledge ; — to imagine that any 
surer foundation can be discovered for religious belief 
than the deductions of the intellect and the couvictiona 
of the heart. If reason proves the existence and attri- 
butes of God — if those spiritual instincts, which we 



IS CHRISTIANITY A REVEALED RELIGION ? 183 



believe to be tbe voice of God ia the soul, infuse into 
the mind a sense of our relation to Him, and a hope 
of future existence — if reason and conscience alike 
irresistibly point to virtue as the highest good and 
the destined end and aim of man, — we doubt, we hesi- 
tate, we tremble at the possibility of a mistake ; we 
cry out that this is not certainty, and that on anjfthing 
short of certainty our souls cannot rest in peaea But 
if we are told, on the authority of certain ancient 
documents, and venerable but still modified and meta- 
morphosed traditions, that some centuries ago a saint 
and sage came into the world, and assured his hearers 
that they had one God and Father who commanded 
virtue as a law, and promised futurity as a reward ; 
and that this sage, to prove that he was divinely 
authorized to preach such doctrines, wrought miracles, 
which fallible disciples witnessed, and which fallible 
narrators have transmitted — then we bow onr heads 
in satisfied acquiescence, and feel that we have attained 
the unmistakable, unquestionable, infallible certainty 
we sought ! What is this but the very spirit of 
Hindoo Mythology, which is not contented till it has 
fouad a resting-place for the Universe, yet is content 
to rest it on an elephant, and on a tortoise ? 

The same fallible human reason is the foundation of 
our whole superstructure in the one case equally as in 
the other. The whole difference is, that in the one 
case we apply that reason to the evidence for the 
doctrine itself; in the other case we apply it to the 
credentials of the individual who is said to have 
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taught tliat doctrine. But is it possible we can bo 
blind ourselves as to believe tbat reason can ever give 
us half the assurance that Matthew ia correct when he 
tells us that Christ preached the Sermon on the 
Mount and fed 5000 men with five loaves and two 
fishes — as it gives us that a mighty and benevolent 
Maker formed the Universe and its inhabitants, and 
made man " the living to praise him l " What should 
we think of the soundness of tbat man's understand- 
ing, who should say, " I have studied the wonders of the 
Heavens, the framework of the Earth, the mysterious 
beauties and adaptations of animal existence, the 
moral and material constitution of the human creature, 
who is so fearfully and wonderfully made ; and I have 
risen from the contemplation unsatisfied and uncertain 
wliether God is, and what He is. But I have carefully 
examined the four Gospels, weighed their discrepancies, 
collated their reports, and the result is a perfect 
certainty that Christ was the miraculous Son of God, 
commissioned to make known His existence, to reveal 
His will, to traverse or suspend His laws. It is 
doubtful whether a wise and good Being be the 
Author of the starry heavens above me, and the moral 
world within me ; but it is v/nqueBtionahle that Jesus 
walked upon the water, and raised the Widow's Son at 
Nain, I may be mistaken in the one deduction — I 
cannot be mistaken in the other." Strange conforma- 
tion of mind ! which can find no adequate foundation 
for its hopes, its worship, its principles of action, in the 
far-stretching universe, in the glorious firmament, in 
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the deep, full soul, bursting with unutterable thoughts, 
in the vast and rich store-house of the material and 
moral world — ^yet can rest all, with a trusting 
simplicity approaching the sublime, on what a book 
relates of the sayings and doings of a man who lived 
eighteen centuries ago ! 

If the change which resulted from our inquiries 
were indeed a descent from certainty to probability, it 
would involve a loss beyond all power of compensation. 
But it is not so. It is merely an exchange of conclu- 
sions founded on one chain of reasoning for conclusions 
founded on another. The plain truth, if we dared 
but look it in the face, is this, — ^that absolute certainty 
on these subjects is not attainable, and was not 
intended. We have already seen that no miraculous 
revelation could make doctrines credible which are 
revolting to our reason ; nor can any revelation give 
to doctrines greater certainty than that which attaches 
to its own origin and history. Now, wo cannot con- 
ceive the proofs of any miraculous revelation to be so 
perfect, flawless, and cogent, as are the proofs of the 
great doctrines of our faith, independent of miracle or 
revelation. Both set of proofs must, philosophically 
speaking, be miperfect; but the proof that any 
particular individual was supematurally inspired by 
God, must always be more imperfect than the proof 
that Man and the Universe are the production of His 
fiat ; that goodness is His profoundest, essence ; that 
doing good is the noblest worship we can pay Him. 
To seek that more cogent and compelling certainty of 
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these truths whicli orthodoxy yearns after, is to strive 1 
for a shadow — to fancy that we have attained ifc, is to | 
be satisfied with having affixed Man's indorsement to \ 
"the true sayings of God.'" 

[In truth, however, it is not for the sake of these j 
grand fonndation-stones of all religion which are bo ] 
nmch more certain than the authority or inspiration of '1 
any ancient documents or traditions possibly can be, ] 
that positive, unquestioning, dogmatic, absolute con- , 
viction of the genuineness and infallibility of the letter I 
of the Bihie is ho urgently insisted upon by the! 
orthodox. " This conviction, this proposition, 
essential to their entire system of doctrine, for thtM 
simple reason (which can never be too plainly r 
or kept in mind, and which was discussed in chapte 
xi.) that this doctrinal system is founded not c 
New Testament narratives as a whole, nor even on thel 
Scriptures a& a whole, but on special texts, often, I 
isolated, often un harmonizing, often absolutely incon-- 

' " Having removed the offence we took in fancying God speak- , 
ing with a human voice, and Baying, 'This is my beloved Sonf J 
hear ye him,' — we-certainly do not inclioe to call that a los. B^ 
we do not lose anything else ; for considering the god 
purity of the life of Jteeus, and then thinking of God and bis hoE 
ness on the one side, and of our destination on the other, t 
without a positive declaration, that God muat have been pica 
witb a life like that of Jeaus, and that we cannot do better t' 
adhere to him. We do not loee, therefore, with those v 
heaven, more than is lost by a beaatifnl picture from which a ticket! 
is taken away that wna fiist«ned to it, containing the aupprfliioaffl 
aaaurance of its being a beautiful picture." — Strause'a Letter t 
Profaasor Orelli, p. 20. 
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gruoas. Only if the whole Bible is unassailable in its 
absolute and omnipreaent accuracy and authority, can 
the moi-e difficult and startling doctrines of the 
popular creed hold their ground.] 

In grasping after this certainty, which can be but 
a shadow, ordinary Christianity has lost the substance 
— it has sacrificed ia pra<:tical more than it has 
gained in dogmatic value. In making Christ the 
miraculous Son of God, it has destroyed Jesus as 
a human exemplar. If he were in a peculiar manner 
"the only begotten of the Father," a partaker in 
his essential nature, then he is immeasurably 
removed from ua ; we may revere, we cannot imi- 
tate him. We listen to his precepts with submis- 
sion, perhaps even greater than before. We dwell 
upon the excellence of his character, no longer for 
imitation, but for worship. We read with the deepest 
love and admiration of his genius, his gentleness, his 
mercy, his unwearying activity in doing good, his 
patience with the stupid, his compassion for the 
afflicted, his courage in facing torture, his meekness in 
enduring wrong; and then we turn away and say, 
" Ah. ! be was a God ; such virtue ia not for humanity, 
nor for us." It is useless by honeyed words to dis- 
guise the truth. If Christ were a man, he is our 
dattern; "the possibility of our race made real." If 
he were God — a partaker of God's nature, as the 
orthodox maintain — then they are guilty of a cruel 
mockery in speaking of him as a type and model of 
human excellence. How can one endowed with the 
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f^mfi}j^e4 with ih^ wes^LLeases aC luzmaaitr f Adieu, 
ik^i, t// Je«e» as anrdiiiig bat a Propciazid»- ol 
(Uj^met^, 9SH Vizerer of preeepcs ! The ri^al pofti<» 
</ Climtianity ig inrepi awaj. His Character — ^that 
ftf/fft which %ty maoy in all ages hare drawn their 
moral life and sitreogth — that whidi so irresistibly 
fffthfdt^ f/ar deepest sympathies, and rouses oor highest 
MptTAiifftm — it becomes an irreyerence to speak of. 
Tlie character, the condact, the virtues of a God ! — 
the^ are felt to be indecent expressions. Verily, 
orthodoxy ha8 slain the life of Christianity. In the 
pre»um{;tuou8 endeavotir to exalt Jesus, it has shut 
hitn up in the Holy of Holies, and hid him from the 
gaze of humanity. It has displaced him from an object 
of imitation into an object of worship. It has made 
tiin life barren, that his essence might be called divine. 
" T^ut we have no fear that we should lose Christ 
by being obliged to give up a considerable part of 
what was hitherto called Christian creed I He will 
rotnain to all of us the more surely, the less anxiously 
wu oling to doctrines and opinions that might tempt 
our riuiHou to forsake him. But if Christ remains to 
U0) and if he remains to us as the highest we know 
and iiro capable of imagining within the sphere of 
r«Ugion, 08 the person without whose presence in the 
mind no perfect piety is possible ; we may fairly say 
that in Him do wo still possess the sum and substance 
of iho Christian faith.- ^ 

' Strauas'a SoUloquies, p. 67. 
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" But," it will be objected, " what, on this sjBtein, 
becomes of the religion of the poor and ignorant, the 
uneducated, and the busy ? If Christianity is not a 
divine revelation, and therefore entirely and infallibly 
true, — if the Gospels are not perfectly faithful and 
accurate expositors of Christ's teaching and of God'a 
will, — what a fearftii loss to those who have neither 
the leisure, the learning, nor the logical habita of 
thought requisite to construct out of the relics that 
remain to them and the nature that lies before theiu 
a faith for themselves I " 

To this objection we reply that the more religion 
can be shown to consist in the realization of great 
moral and spiritual truths, rather than in the reception 
of distinct dogmas, the more the position of these 
classes is altered for the better. In no respect is it 
altered for the worse. Their creeds, i.e., their collec- 
tion of dogmas, those who do not or cannot think for 
themselves must always take on the authority of others. 
They do so now : they have always done so. They 
have hitherto believed certain doctrines because wise 
and good men assure them that these doctrines were 
revealed by Christ, and that Christ was a Teacher sent 
from God. They will in future believe them because 
wise and good men assure them of their truth, and 
their owa hearts confirm the assurance. The only 
difference lies in this,- — that, in the one ca.se, the 
authority on which they lean vouches for the truth ; 
in the other, for the Teacher who proclaimed it 

Moreover, the Bible still remains ; though no longer 
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as an inspired and infallible record. Though not the 
word of God, it contains the words of the wisest, the 
most excellent, the most devont men, who have ever 
held commanion with Him. The poor, the ignorant, 
the busy, need not, do not, will not, read it critically. 
To each of them, it will still, through all time, present 
the Gospels and the Psalms, — the glorious purity of 
Jesus, the sublime piety of David and of Job. Those 
who read it for its spirit, not for its dogmas — as the 
poor, the ignorant, the busy, if unperverted, will do- 
will still find in it all that is necessary for their guid- 
ance in life, their support in death, their consolation 
in sorrow, their rule of duty, and their trust in God. 

A more genuine and important objection to the 
consequences of our views is felt by indolent minds on 
their own account. They shrink from the toil of 
working out truth for themselves, out of the materials 
which Providence has placed before them. They long 
for the precious metal, but loathe the rude ore out of 
which it has to be extricated by the laborious alchemy 
of thought. A ready-made creed is the Pal-adise of 
their lazy dreams. A string of authoritative dogmatic 
propositions comprises the whole mental wealth which 
they desire. The volume of nature, the volume of 
history, the volume of life, appal and terrify them. 
Such men are the materials out of whom good Catholics 
— of all sects — are made. They form the unin quiring 
and submissive flocks which rejoice the hearts of all 
Priesthoods. Let such cling to the faith of their fore- 
fathers — if they can. But men whose minds are cast 
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in a nobler mould and are instinct with a diviner life, 
who love truth more than rest, and the peace of 
Heaven rather than the peace of Eden, to whom " a 
loftier being brings severer cares," — 

" Who know Man does not live by joy alone 
But by the preeenqe of the power of God," — 

such must cast behind them the hope, of any repose or 
tranquillity save that which is the last reward of long 
agonies of thought ;^ they must relinquish all prospect 
of any Heaven save that of which tribulation is the 
avenue and portal ; they must gird up their loins and 
trim their lamp for a work which cannot be put by, 
and which must not be negligently done. " He," 
says Zschokke, "who does not like living in the 
furnished lodginga of tradition, must build his own 
house, his own system of thought and faith, for 
himself."^ 

^ *^ Thou I to whom the wearisome disease 
Of Past and Present is an alien thing, 
Thou pure Existence ! whose severe decrees 
Forbid a living man his soul to bring 
Into a timeless Eden of sweet ease, 
Clear-eyed, clear-hearted — lay thy loving wing 
In death upon me — ^if that way alone 
Thy great Creation-thought thou wilt to me make known.^ 

R. M. MiLNES. 

• Zschokke's Autobiography, p. 29. The whole section is most 
deeply interesting. 
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Christianity, then, not being a revelation, but a 
conception — ^the Gospels not being either inspired or 
accurate, but fallible and imperfect human records — 
\he practical conclusion from such premises must be 
obvious to alL Every doctrine and every proposition 
which the Scriptures contain, whether or not we 
believe it to have come to us unmutilated and un- 
marred from the mouth of Christ, is open, and must 
be subjected, to the scrutiny of reason. Some tenets 
we shall at once accept as the most perfect truth that 
can be received by the human intellect and heart; — 
others we shall reject as contradicting our instincts and 
oflfending our understandings ; — others, again, of a 
more mixed nature, we must analyze, that so we may 
extricate the seed of truth from the husk of error, and 
elicit "the divine idea that lies at the bottom of 
appearance."^ 

I. I value the Beligion of Jesus, not as being ab- 

^Fichte. 
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solute and perfect truth, but as containing more truth, 
purer truth, higher truth, stronger truth, than has ever 
yet been given to man. Much of his teaching I un- 
hesitatingly receive as, to the best of my judgment, 
unimprovable and unsurpassable — fitted, if obeyed, to 
make earth all that a finite and material scene can be, 
and man only a little lower than the angels. The 
woiihlessneas of ceremonial observances, and the 
necessity of essential righteousness — " Not every one 
that saith unto me. Lord ! Lord ! but he that doeth the 
will of my Father which is in Heaven ;" " By their 
fruits ye shall know them ;" "I will have mercy, and 
not. sacrifice ;'' " Be not a slothful hearer only, but a 
doer of the word ; " " Woe unto ye, Scribes and 
Pharisees, for ye pay tithes of mint and anise and 
cummin, and neglect the weightier matters of the Law, 
justice, mercy, and temperance :" — The enforcement 
of purity of heart as the security for purity of life, 
and of the government of the thoughts, as the origin- 
ators and forerunners of action — "He that looketh 
on a woman, to lust after her, hath committed adultery 
with her already in his heart ;" " Out of the heart 
proceed murders, adulteries, thefts, false witness, blas- 
phemies: these are the things which defile a man;" — 
Universal good-will towards men — " Thou shalt love 
thy neighbour as thyself;" "Whatsoever ye would 
that men should do unto you, that do ye also unto 
them, for this is the Law and the Prophets:" — Forgive- 
ness of injuries — " Love your enemies ; do good to 

them that hate you ; pray for them which despitefully 
II. N 
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you and persecute you ; " " Forgive us our 
we forgive those that trespass agaiust us; " 
" I say not unto thee, until seven times, but until 
seventy times seven ; " "If ye love them only that love 
you, what reward have ye ? do not even publicans the 
same ?" — The necessity of self-sacrijice in the cause of 
duty — " Blessed are they which are persecuted for 
righteousness' sake ; " " If any man will be my disci- 
ple, let him deny himself, and take up bis cross daily, 
and follow me ;" " If thy right hand offend thee, cut 
it off and cast it from thee ;" "No man, having put 
his hand to the plough and looking back, is fit for the 
kingdom of God;" — Humility — "Blessed are the 
roeek, for they shall inherit the earth;" "He that 
humbleth himself shall he exalted;" "He that is 
greatest among you, let him be your servant :" — Gen- 
uine sincerity; being, not seeming — "Take heed 
that ye do not your alms before men, to be seen of 
them ; " " 'WTien thou prayest, enter into thy closet 
and shut thy door ;" "When thou fastest, anoint thine 
bead, and wash tby face, that thou appear not unto 
men to fast;" — all these sublime precepts need no 
miracle, no voice from the clouds, to recommend tbeni 
to our allegiance, or to assure us of their divinity ; 
they command obedience by virtue of their inherent 
rectitude and beauty, and vindicate their author as 
himself the one towering perpetual miracle of history. 
II. Next in perfection come the views which 
Christianity unfolds to us of God in his relation tp man, 
which were probably as near the truth as the minds of 
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men could in that age receive. God is represented as 
Our Father in Heaven — to be whose especial children 
is the best reward of the peace-makers — to see whose 
face is the highest hope of the pure in heart — ^who is 
ever at hand to strengthen His true worshippers — to 
whom is due our heartiest love, our humblest sub- 
mission — ^whose most acceptable worship is righteous 
conduct and a holy heart — in whose constant presence 
our life is passed — to whose merciful disposal we 
are resigned by death. It is remarkable that, 
throughout the Gospels, with the exception, I believe, 
of a single passage,^ nothing is said as to the 
Kl^ature of the Deity : — his relation to us is alone 
insisted on: — all that is needed for our consolation, 
our strength, our guidance, is assured to us: — the 
purely speculative is passed over and ignored. 

Thus, in the two great points, essential to our 
practical life — viz., our feelings towards God, and our 
conduct towards man — ^the Gospels, relieved of their 
imauthentic portions, and read in an understanding 
spirit, not with a slavish and unintelligent adherence 
to the naked letter, contain little about which men can 
differ — little from which they can dissent. He is our 
Father, we are all brethren. This much lies open to 
the most ignorant and busy, as fully as to the miost 
leisurely and learned. This needs no Priest to teach 
it — no authority to indorse it. The rest is Specula- 
tion — intensely interesting, indeed, but of no practical 
necessity. 

^ God is a spirit. 
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III. There are, however, other tenets taught in 
Scripture and professed by Christians, in which reflec- 
tive minds of all ages have found it diflScult to acquiesce. 
Thus : — however far we may stretch the plea for a 
liberal interpretation of Oriental speech, it is impos- 
sible to disguise from ourselves that the New Testa- 
ment teaches, in the most unreserved manner, and in 
the strongest language, the doctrine of the efficacy of 
Prayer in modifying the divine purposes, and in 
obtaining the boons asked for at the throne of grace. 
It is true that one passage (John xi. 42) would seem 
to indicate that prayer was a form which Jesus adopted 
for the sake of others ; it is also remarkable that the 
model of prayer, which he taught to his disciples, con- 
tains only one simple and modest request for personal 
and temporal good ;^ yet not only are we told that he 
prayed earnestly and for specific mercies (though with 
a most submissive will), on occasions of peculiar suflfer- 
ing and trial, but few of his exhortations to his disciples 
occur more frequently than that to constant prayer, and 
no promises are more distinct or reiterated than that 
their prayers shall be heard and answered. " Watch 
and pray ; " " This kind goeth not out but by prayer 
and fasting ;" " What things soever ye desire, when ye 
pray, believe that ye shall receive them, and ye shall 



» "It is a curious fact that the Lord's prayer may be recon- 
gtracted," says Wetstein, '^almost verbatim out of the Talmud, 
which also contains a prophetic intimation that all prayer will one 
day cease, except the prayer of Thanksgiving." (Mackay's Progress 
of the Intellect ii. 379.) 
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have them ; " " Verily, verily, I say unto you, what- 
soever ye shall ask of the Father in my name, he will 
give it you ; " " Ask, and it shall be given you ; " 
" Thinkest thou that I cannot now pray to my Father, 
and he shall presently give me more than twelve 
legions of angels ? " The parable of the unjust Judge 
was delivered to enforce the same conclusion, and the 
writings of the apostles are at least equally explicit 
on this point. " Be constant in prayer ; " " Pray 
without ceasing;" "Let him ask in faith, nothing 
wavering ; " " The fervent effectual prayer of a 
righteous man availeth much." 

No one can read such passages, and the numberless 
others of a similar character with which both Testa- 
ments abound, and doubt that the opinion held both 
by Christ and his disciples was that " Jehovah is a 
God that heareth and answereth prayer ; " — that 
favours are to be obtained from Him by earnest and 
reiterated entreaty ; that whatever good thing His sin- 
cere worshippers petition for, with instance and with 
faith, shall be granted to them, if consonant to his 
purposes, and shall be granted in consequence of their 
petition ; that, in fact and truth, apart from all meta- 
physical subtleties and subterfuges the designs of God 
can be modified and swayed, like those of an earthly 
father, by the entreaties of His children. This doctrine 
is set forth throughout the Jewish Scriptures in its 
coarsest and nakedest form and it reappears in the 
Christian Scriptures in a form only slightly modified 
and refined. 
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yow, thu doctrine haa in aH ages been a stumbling- 
block to the tbonghtfoL It is obviooslj irreconcilable 
with all that reason and rerelation teach us of the 
divine natare ; and the inconsistency has been felt by 
the ablest of the Scripftare writers themselves.^ 
Various and desperate have been the expedients and 
suppositions resorted to, in order to reconcile the con- 
ception of an immutable, all-wise, all-foreseeing God, 
with that of a father who is turned from his course by 
the prayers of his creatures. But all such efforts are^ 
and are felt to be, hopeless failures. They involve the 
assertion and negation of the same proposition in one 
breath. The problem remains still insoluble ; and we 
must either be content to leave it so, or we must 
abandon one or other of the hostile premises. 

The religious man, who believes that all events, 
mental as well as physical, are pre-ordered and 
arranged according to the decrees of infinite wisdom, 
and the philosopher, who knows that, by the wise and 
eternal laws of the universe, cause and effect are in- 
(liHHolubly cliainod together, and that one follows the 
othor ill inevitable succession,— equally feel that this 
ordination — this chain — cannot be changeable at the 
cry of man. To suppose that it can is to place the 
>\'lu)Io harmonious system of nature at the mercy of the 
woak roa80U and the selfish wishes of humanity. If 
tho purposes of Qod wore not wise, they would not be 



I **()otl i» not A mau that he should lie, nor the son of man, that 
ho ulumKl r\»poiiU** 
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formed : — ^if wise, they cannot be changed, for then 
they would become unwise. To suppose that an all- 
wise Being would alter his designs and modes of pro- 
ceeding at the entreaty of an unknowing creature, is 
to believe that compassion would change his wisdom 
into foolishne&s. It has been urged that prayer may 
render a fevour wise, which would else be unwise ; 
but this is to imagine that events are not foreseen and 
pre-ordered, but are arranged and decided pro re natd : 
it is also to ignore utterly the unquestionable fact, that 
no event in life or in nature is isolated, and that none 
can be changed without entailing endless and universal 
alterations.^ If the universe is governed by fixed 
laws, or (which is the same proposition in different 
language) if all events are pre-ordained by the fore- 
seeing wisdom of an infinite God, then the prayers of 
thousands of years and generations of martyrs and 
saints cannot change or modify one iota of our 
destiny. The proposition is unassailable by the 



^ " Immediate proof of that system of interminable connection 
which binds together the whole human family, may be obtained by 
every one who will examine the several ingredients of his phy- 
sical, iDtellectual, and social condition ; for he will not find one 
of these circumstances of his lot that is not directly an effect or 
consequence of the conduct, or character or constitution of his 
progenitors, and of all with whom he has had to do ; if they had 
been other than what they were, he also must have been other than 
he is. And then our predecessors must in like manner trace the 
qualities of their being to theirs ; thus the linking ascends to the 
common parents of all ; and thus must it descend — still spreading 
as it goes — from the present to the last generation of the children 
of Adam.'' — ^Nat. Hist, of Enthusiasm, p. 149. 
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subtlest logic.^ The weak, fond affections of humanity 
struggle in vain against the unwelcome conclusion. 

It is a conclusion from which the feelings of almost 
all of us shrink and revolt. The strongest sentiment 
of our nature, perhaps, is that of our helplessness in 
the hands of fate, and against this helplessness we 
seek for a resource in the belief of our dependence on 
a Higher Power, which can control and will interfere 
with fate. And though our reason tells us that it is 
inconceivable that the entreaties of creatures as erring 
and as blind as we are, can influence the all-wise pur- 
poses of God, yet we feel an internal voice, more 
potent and persuasive than reason, which assures us 
that to pray to Him in trouble is an irrepressible 
instinct of our nature — ^an instinct which precedes 



1 The author of the Natural History of Enthusiasm has a singular 
theory on this point. He is not very clear, because clearness would 
make his inconsistency and the strangeness of his position too 
manifest ; but as far as we can decipher his notion, it is this : He 
divides all events into two classes — ^the certain and fortuitous. 
He conceives, as we do, that the great mass of events occur 
according to established laws, and in the regular process of causa- 
tion : and these he regards as settled and immutable : but in 
addition to these he considers that there are many others which 
are mere fortuities^ at the command of Grod^s will and of man^s 
prayers ; and that these fortuities are the special province and 
means of the divine government" (chap. vi.). Yet this writer 
allows that all events and all men^s lots are inextricably woven to- 
gether (pp. 132, 149) ; how then can one thing be more fortuitous 
or alterable than another? Moreover, fortuity, as he elsewhere 
intimates, is merely an expression denoting our ignorance of causa- 
tion : that which seems a chance to us is among the most settled 
and certain of God^s ordainmeuts. 
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teacliing — ^which survives experience — which defies 
philosophy. 

" For sorrow oft the cry of faith 
In bitter need will borrow." 

It would he an unspeakahle consolation to our 
human infirmity, could we, in this case, believe our 
reason to be erroneous, and our instinct true ; but we 
greatly fear that the latter is the result, partly of that 
anthropomorphism which pervades all our religious 
conceptions, which our limited faculties suggest, and 
which education and habit have rooted so fixedly in 
our mental constitution, and partly of that fond weak- 
ness which recoils frcym the idea of irreversible and 
inescapable decree. The conception of subjection to a 
law without exception, without remission, without 
appeal, crushing, absolute, and universal, is truly an 
appalling one ; and, most mercifully, can rarely be 
perceived in all its overwhelming force, except by 
minds which, through stem and lofty intellectual 
training, have in some degree become qualified to 
bear it. 

Communion %oiik God, we must ever bear in mind, 
is something very diflPerent from prayer for specific 
blessings, and often confers the submissive strength of 
soul for which we pray; and we believe it will be 
found that the higher our souls rise in their spiritual 
progress, the more does entreaty merge into thanks- 
giving, the more "^ does petition become absorbed in 
copamunion with the " Father of the spirits of all 
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flesh." That the piety of Christ was fast tending to 
this end is, we think, indicated by his instructions to 
his disciples (Matt vi. 8, 9) ; " When ye pray, use not 
vain repetitions, for your father knoweth what things ye 
have need of before ye ask him. After this manner, 
therefore, pray ye," &c, ; and by that last sublime 
sentence in Gethsemane, uttered when the agonizing 
struggle of the, spirit with the flesh had terminated 
in the complete and final victory of the first, " Father, 
if this cup may not pass from me except I drink it, 
thy will be done." 

Prayer may be regarded as the form which devotion 
naturally takes in ordinary minds, and even in the 
most enlightened minds in their less spiritual moods. 
The highest intellectual efforts, the loftiest religious 
contemplations, dispose to devotion, but check the 
impulses of prayer. The devout philosopher, trained 
to the investigation of universal system, — ^the serene 
astronomer, fresh from the study of the changeless 
laws which govern innumerable worlds, — shrinks from 
the monstrous irrationality of asking the great 
Architect and Governor -of all to work a miracle in his 
behalf — to interfere, for the sake of his convenience, 
or his plans, with the sublime order conceived by the 
Ancient of Days in the far Eternity of the Past ; for 
what is a special providence but an interference with 
established laws ? And what is such interference but 
a miracle ? There is much truth and beauty in the 
following remarks of Isaac Taylor, but much also 
of the inconsistency, irreverence, and insolence of 
orthodoxy. 
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" The very idea of addressing petitions to Him who 
worketh all things according to the counsel of his own 
eternal and unalterable will, and the enjoined practice 
of clothing sentiments of piety in articulate forms of 
language, though these sentiments, before they are 
invested in words, are perfectly known to the searcher 
of hearts, imply that, in the terms and mode of inter- 
course with God and man, no attempt is made to lift 
the latter above his sphere of limited notions and 
imperfect knowledge. The terms of devotional com- 
rrvunion rest even on a Tnuch lower ground than that 
which man, by efforts of reason and imagination, 
might attain to} Prayer, by its very conditions, 
supposes not only a condescension of the divine nature 
to meet the human, but a humbling of the human 
naiure to a lower range than it might easily reach. 
The region of abstract conceptions, of lofty reasonings, 
of magnificent images, has an atmosphere too subtle 
to support the health of true piety ; and in order that 
the warmth and vigour of life may be maintained in 
the heart, the common level of the natural aflfections 
is chosen as the scene of intercourse between heaven 
and earth. . . . The utmost distances of the material 
universe are finite ; but the disparity of nature which 
Separates man from his Maker is infinite ; nor can the 
interval be filled up or brought under any process of 



1 Is it not a clear deduction from this, that prayer is a fonn of 
devotion conceded only to our imperfect spiritual capacities, and to 
be outgrown as those capacities are raised and strengthened ? 
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measurement. . . . Were it indeed permitted to man to 
gaze upward from step to step, and from range to range 
of the vast edifice of rational existences, and could his 
eye attain its summit, and then perceive, at an infinite 
height beyond that highest platform of created beings, 
the lowest beams of the Eternal Throne — what liberty 
of heart would afterwards be left to him in drawing 
near to the Father of Spirits ? How, after such a 
revelation of the upper world, could the affectionate 
cheerfulness of earthly worship again take place ? Or 
how, while contemplating the measured vastness of the 
interval between heaven and earth, could the dwellers 
thereon come familiarly as before to the Hearer of 
Prayer ; bringing with them the small requests of their 
petty interests of the present life. . . . These 
spectacles of greatness, if laid open to perception, 
would present such an interminable perspective of 
glory, and so set out the immeasurable distance 
between ourselves and the Supreme Being with a long 
gradation of splendours, and we should henceforth feel 
as if thrust down to an extreme remoteness from the 
divine notice ; and it would be hard or impossible to 
retain, with any comfortable conviction, the belief in 
the nearness of Him who is revealed as ' a very present 
help in every time of trouble.' . . . Every ambitious 
attempt to break through the humbling conditions on 
which man may hold communion with God, must then 
fail of success; since the Supreme has fixed the 
scene of worship and converse, not in the skies, but 
on the earth. The Scripture models of devotion, far 
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from encouraging vague and inarticulate contempla- 
tions, consist of such utterances of desire, hope and 
love, as seem to suppose the existence of correlative 
feelings, and of every human sympathy in Him to 
whom they are addressed/ And though reason and 
scripture assure us that He neither needs to be in- 
formed of our wants, nor waits to be m,oved by our 
supplications, yet will he be approached with the 
eloquence of importunate desire, and He demands, 
not only a sincere feeli/ag of indigence and dependence 
but an undissemMed zeal and diligence in seeking the 
desired boons by persevering request He is to be 
supplicated with arguments as one who needs to be 
swayed and moved, to be wrought upon and 
influenced; nor is any alternative offered to those who 
would present themselves at the throne of heavenly 
grace, or any exception made in favour of superior 
spirits, whose more elevated notions of the divine per fee- 
tions may render this accommodated style distasteful. 
As the Hearer of Prayer stoops to listen, so also must 
the suppliant stoop from the heights of philosophical or 
meditative abstractions, and either come in genuine 
simplicity of petition, as a son to a father, or be utterly 
excluded from the friendship of his Maker.*" ^ 

The expressions in this last paragraph — those par- 

» That is, they are based on erroneous premises, supported by a 
natural feeling, the very feeling which, pushed a little further, has 
originated prayers to Christ in the English Church, and to Saiuta 
and to the Virgin Mary in the Roman Communion. 

* Nat. Hist, of Enthusiasm, pp. 27-32. 
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ticularly which we have italicised — appear to ns, wo I 
confess, monstrnns, and little, if at all, short of blas- 
phemy, i.e., speaking evil of God. What ! He, who 
" both by reason and Scripture " has taught wfl that i 
Ha is Ttot moved by our supplications, requires us- 
"on pain of being utterly excluded from his favour" 
— to act aa if He were ! He, who has given us tlie 
understanding to conceive His entire exemption from 
all human weaknesses, requires us to proceed as if we 
" thought that He was altogether such a one as our- 
selves ! " He, who has made us to know that all ■ 
things are ordered by Him from the beginning — "that 
with Him is no variableness, neither shadow of turning" 
— requires us to supplicate, "argue," importune, as if i 
we believed that supplication, ailment, and impor- 
tunity could sway and turn Him from His purposes, — 
commands us, in a word, to enact in His august pre- 
sence a comedy, which He knows, and we know, to be 
a mockery and a pretence ! He, who has given us, as . 
His divinest gift, to elevate, to perfect, and to purify, 
an intellect bearing some faint analogy to His own, — , 
punishes with " exclusion from His friendship," those ■ 
nobler conceptions of His nature which are the finest 
achievements of this intellect, unless we consent to 
abnegate and disavow them, or pi'etend that ive do so! 
— for this appears to be the signiiication of the last •( 
sentence we have quoted. Such are the bewildering , 
positions into which Orthodosy drives its more intel- 
lectual disciples I 

The following remarks are thrown out rather as 
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suggestions for thought than as digested reflections, 
but they may contain a clue to some truth. 

The inadmissibility of the idea of the bona fide 
eflScacy of prayer, would appear to be enforced rather 
by our conviction that all things in life axe arranged 
by kuw, tiian by a belief in the foreknowledge (which 
in a supreme Being is equivalent to foreordainment) of 
the Deity. This latter doctrine, however metaphysic- 
ally true and probable, we cannot hold, so as to follow 
it out fairly to its consequences. It negatives the free- 
will of man at least as peremptorily as the eflBcacy of 
prayer : — yet in the free-will of man we do believe, 
and must believe, however strict logic may struggle 
against it. Why, then, should we not also hold the 
eflScacy of prayer ? — a doctrine, so far, certainly not 
more illogical ? Because if, as we cannot doubt, the 
immutable relation of cause and eflfect governs every- 
thing, in all time, through all space — ^then prayer — 
eoccept in those cases where it operates as a natural 
cause — cannot aflfect the sequence of events. If bodily 
pain and disease be the legitimate and traceable con- 
sequence of imprudence and excess — if pleurisy or 
consumption follow, by natural law, exposure to in- 
clement weather in weak frames — ^if neuralgia be the 
legal progeny of organic decay or shattered nerves — if 
storms follow laws as certain as the law of gravitation 
—how can prayer bring about the cessation of pain, 
or the lulling of the storm, for the relief of the suflfer- 
ing, or the rescue of the imperilled, man? Is not 
the prayer for such cessation clearly a prayer for a 
miracle ? 
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BUggestiona for thought than as digested reflections, 
but they may contain a clue to some truth. 

The inadmissibility of the idea of the hona fide 
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ally true and probable, we cannot hold, ao as to follow 
it out fairly to its consequences. It negatives the free- 
will of man at least as peremptorily as the efficacy of 
prayer : — yet in the free-will of man we do believe, 
and must believe, however strict logic may struggle 
against it Why, then, should we not also bold the 
efficacy of prayer ? — a doctrine, ao far, certainly not 
more illogical? Because if, as we cannot doubt, the 
immutable relation of cause and effect governs every- 
thing, in all time, through all space — then prayer — 
eaxept in those cases where it operates as a natural 
cause — cannot affect the sequence of events. If bodily 
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consumption follow, by natural law, exposure to in- 
clement weather in weak frames — if neuralgia bs the 
legal progeny of organic decay or shattered nerve.s — if 
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— how can prayer bring about the cessation of pain, 
or the lulUng of the storm, for the relief of the suffer- 
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confess, monstrous, and little, if at all, short of blas- 
phemy, i,e., speaking evil of God, What ! He, who 
" both by reason and Scripture " has taugl^t us that 
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" on pain of being utterly excluded from his favour " 
— to act as if He were ! He, who has given us the 
understanding to conceive His entire exemption from 
all human weaknesses, requires us to proceed as if we 
" thought that He was altogether such a one as our- 
selves ! " He, who has made us to know that all 
things are ordered by Him from the beginning — "that 
with Him is no variableness, neither shadow of turning " 
- — requires us to supplicate, *' argue," importune, as if 
we believed that supplication, argument, and impor- 
tunity could sway and turn Him from His purposes, — 
commands us, in a word, to enact in His august pre- 
sence a comedy, which He knows, and we know, to be 
a mockery and a pretence ! He, who has given us, as 
His divinest gift, to elevate, to perfect, and to purify, 
an intellect bearing some faint analogy to His own, — 
punishes with " exclusion from His friendship," those 
nobler conceptions of His nature which are the finest 
achievements of this intellect, unless we consent to 
abnegate and disavow them, or pretend that we do so! 
— for this appears to be the signification of the last 
sentence we have quoted. Such are the bewildering 
positions into which Orthodoxy drives its more intel- 
lectual disciples ! 

The following remarks are thrown out rather as 
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Buggestions for thouglit than as digested reflections, 
but they may contaia a clue to some truth. 

The inadmissibility of the idea of the bona fide 
efficacy of prayer, would appear to be enforced rather 
by our conviction that all things in life are arranged 
by Imu, than by a belief in the foreknowledge (which 
in a supreme Being ia equivalent to foreordainment) of 
the Deity. This latter doctrine, however metaphysic- 
ally true and probable, we cannot hold, ao as to follow 
it out fairly to its consequences. It negatives the free- 
will of man at least as peremptorily as the efficacy of 
prayer : — yet in the free-wilt of man we do believe, 
and must believe, however strict logic may struggle 
against it. Why, then, should we not also hold the 
efficacy of prayer ? — a doctrine, so far, certainly not 
more illogical! Because if, as we cannot doubt, the 
immutable relation of cause and effect governs every- 
thing, in all time, through all space^then prayer — 
except in those oaees where it operates as a witurnl 
cause— cannot affect the sequence of events. If bodily 
pain and disease be the legitimate and traceable con- 
sequence of imprudence and excess — if pleurisy or 
consumption follow, by natural law, exposure to in- 
clement weather in weak frames^if neuralgia be the 
legal progeny of organic decay or shattered nerves — if 
storms follow laws as certain as the law of gravitation 
— how can prayer bring about the cessation of pain, 
or the tulhng of the storm, for the relief of the suffer- 
ing, or the rescue of the imperilled, man! Is not 
the prayer for such cessation clearly a prayer for a 
miracle ! 
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Prayer may be itself a natural cause ; — ^it may, by 
its mental intensity, suspend bodily pain : — ^it may, by 
the moral elevation it excites, confer strength to dare 
and to endure. Prayer, to a fellow-creature of superior 
power and science, may induce such to apply a lenitive 
or a cure, which, however, is simply a natural cause, 
placed by our ignorance beyond our reach. If, there- 
fore, there be around us, as many think, superior 
spiritual beings, our prayers, if heard by them, may 
induce them to aid us by means unknown to our in- 
ferior powers. But such aid would then be the natural 
result of natural though obscure causes. "If, how- 
ever," it may be asked, "superior beings may be 
moved by prayer to aid us by their knowledge of 
natural agencies unknown to us, why not God ? " The 
answer is : that for Prayer to be a bond fide effective 
agent in obtaining any boon, it must operate on an 
impressible and mutable will : — therefore, if there be 
superior intermediate beings, sharing human sympa- 
thies and imperfections, but possessing more than 
human powers and knowledge — prayer may secure 
their aid ; but not that of a supreme God. Still, the 
question remains much one of fact : — are our prayers 
— are the most earnest prayers of the wisest, the best, 
the most suffering — ^generally answered ? Does tooth- 
ache or sciatica last a shorter time with those who 
pray, than with those who only bear ? 

On the whole, however, we are content that man 
should rest in the Christian practice, though not in 
the Christian theory, of Prayer — just as we are obliged 
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to rest satisfied with a conception of Deity, wliich, 
though utterly erroneous in the sight of God, and con- 
Bciously imperfect even in our own, is yet the nearest 
approach to truth our minds can frame, and practically 
adequate to our necessities. The common doctrine we 
cannot but regard as one of those fictions which imper- 
fect ajid unchaatened man is fain to gather round him, 
to equalize his strength with the requirements of his 
lot, but which a stronger nature might dispense with ; 
— one of those fictions which may be considered aa the 
imperfect expression — the approximative formula — of 
mighty and eternal verities.- 

IV. Remotely connected with the doctrine of an 
interposing and influencible Proviilence, is the fallacy, 
or rather the imperfection, which lies at the root of 
the ordinary Christian view of Resignation as a duty 
and a virtue. Submission, cheerful acquiescence in 
the dispensations of Providence, is enjoined upon us, 
not because these dispensations are juat and wise — not 
because they are the ordinances of Hia will who cannot 
err, — but because they are ordained for our benefit, 
and because He has promised that "all things shall 
work together for good to them that love Him." We 
are assured that every trial and affliction is designed 
solely for our good, for our discipline, and will issue in 
a blessing, though we see not how ; and that therefore 
we must bow to it with unmurmuring resignation. 
These grounds, it is obvious, are purely self-regarding; 
and resignation, thus represented and thus motived, ia 
no virtue, but a simple calculation of self-interest 
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This narrow view results from that incorrigible egotism 
of the human heart which makes each man prone to 
regard himself as the special object of divine con- 
sideration, and the centre round which the universe 
revolves. Yet it is imquestionably the view most pro- 
minently and frequently presented in the New Testa- 
ment,^ and by all modern divines.* It may be, that 
the prospect of " an exceeding, even an eternal weight 
of glory," may be needed to support our frail purposes 
under the crushing afflictions of our mortal lot ; it may 
be, that, by the perfect arrangements of omnipotence, 
the sufferings of all may-be made to work out the 
ultimate and supreme good of each ; but this is not, 
cannot be, the reason why we should submit with 
resignation to whatever God ordains. His will must 
be wise, righteous, and we believe beneficent, whether 
it allot to U8 happiness or misery : it is His will ; we 
need inquire no further. Job, who had no vision of a 



1 See especially Matt. v. 11, 12 ; xvl 25-27. Romans viii 18, 28. 
2 Cor. iv 17. Gal. vi. 9. There is one sublime exception, from 
the mouth of Christ. " The cup that my Father has given me, 
shall 1 not drink it?" 

' The sublimest and purest genius among modem divines goes 
so far as to maintain that, apart from the hope of future recom- 
pense, ** a deviation from rectitude would become the part of wis- 
dom, and should the path of virtue be obstructed by disgrace, 
torment, or death, to persevere would be madness and folly.** 
(Modern Infidelity, p. 20, by Robert Hall.) It is sad to reflect how 
mercenary a thing duty has become in the hands of theologians. 
Were their belief in a future retribution once shaken, they would 
become, on their own showing, the lowest of sensualists, the worst 
of sinners. i, 
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future compensatory world, had in this attained a sub- 
limer point of religion than St. Paul : — "Though He 
slay me, yet will I trust in Him." " What ! shall we 
receive good at the hands of God, and shall we not 
receive evil ? " (Job xiii. 15 ; ii. 10). 

To the orthodox Christian, who fully believes all he 
professes, cheerful resignation to the divine will is 
comparatively a natural, an easy, a simple thing. To 
the religious philosopher, it is the highest exercise of 
intellect and virtue. The man who has realized the 
faith that his own lot, in all its minutest particulars, 
is not only directly regulated by God, — ^but is so regu- 
lated by God as unerringly to work for his highest 
good, — with an express view to his highest good, — 
with such a man, resignation, patience,^ nay, cheerful 
acquiescence in all suffering and sorrow, appears to be 
in fact only the simple and practical expression of his 
belief. If, believing all this, he still murmurs and 
rebels at the trials and contrarieties of his lot, he is 
guilty of the childishness of the infant which quarrels 
with the medicine that is to lead it back to health and 
ease. But the religious Philosopher, — ^who, sincerely 
holding that a Supreme God created and governs this 
world, holds also that He governs it by laws which, 
though wise, just, and beneficent, are yet steady, un- 
wavering, inexorable ; — who believes that his agonies 
and sorrows are not specially ordained for his chasten- 
ing, his strengthening, his elaboration and development, 
— but are incidental and necessary results of the opera- 
tion of laws the best that could be devised for the 
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happiness and purification of the species, — or perhapj 
not even that, but the beat adapted to work out t 
■" st, awful, glorious, eternal designs of the Great SpinM 
of the universe ; — who believes that the ordainec 
operations of Nature, which have brought misery t 
him, have, from the very unswerving tranquillity i 
their career, showered blessing and sunshine up(« 
eveiy other path, — that the unrelenting chariot 
Time, which has crushed or maimed him in its allotted'! 
course, is pressing onward to the accomplishment of J 
those serene and mighty purposes, to have contribute 
to which — even as a victim — is an honour and a r 
compense : — he who takes this view of Time, 
Nature, and God, and yet bears his lot without niuTi-l 
mur or distrust) because it is portion of a system, ■ 
best possible, because ordained hy God, — has achievec 
a point of virtue, the highest, amid passive excellence 
which humanity can reach ; — and his reward and sup- 
port must be found in the reflection that he is aif 
unreluctant and self-sacrificing co-operator with thft 
Creator of the universe, and in the noble conscioua^J 
ness of being worthy, and capable, of so sublii: 
conception, yet so sad a destiny,' 



■ " ' Pain is in itself on evil It cannot be that Grod, who, tu 
know, is perfectly good, can choosB us to suffer pain, unless ei 
we are ouiseWes to receive from it an autidote to what is evil h 
ourselves, or else as Buch pain is a Dccessiuy part in the scben 
the -luiiver^, which as a whok is good. In either case I can 
it thankfully, .... 1 should not be taken away without it » 

ordered ao Whatever creed we hold, if we believe that G 

is, aud that he cares for bis creatures, one cannot doubt that 
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In a comparison of the two resignations, there is no 
measure of their respective grandeurs. The orthodox 
sufferer fights the battle only on condition of surviving 
to reap the fruits of victory : — ^the other fights on, 
knowing that he must fall early in the battle, but con- 
tent that his body should form a stepping-stone for the 
future conquests of humanity.^ 

Somewhat similar remarks may be made with refer- 
ence to the virtues of action as to those of endurance. 
It is a matter suggestive of much reflection, that, 
throughout the New Testament, the loftiest and 
purest motive to action — love of duty as duty, obedi- 
ence to the will of God because it is His will — ^is 
rarely appealed to ; one or two expressions of Christ, 
and the 14 th chapter of John, forming the only excep- 
tions. The almost invariable language — ^pitched to 



it would not have been ordered so without it was better either for 
ourselves, or for some other persons, or some things. To fed sor- 
row is a kind of murmuring against God's will, which is worse 
than unbelief/ 

" ' But think of the grief of those you leave.' 
** ' They should not allow themselves to feel it. It is a symptom 
of an unformed mind.' " — Shadows of the Clouds^ pp. 146, 148. 

This is a somewhat harshly-expressed philosophy, but full of 
truth. 

^ "Is selfishness — 

For time, a sin — spun out to eternity 
Celestial prudence ? Shame ! oh, thrust me forth, 
Forth, Lord, from self, until I toil and die 
No more for Heaven or bliss, but duty, Lord — 
Duty to Thee — although my meed should be 
The Hell which I deserve.'' 

Saints Tragedy, 
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the level of ordinary humanity — is, " Do your dnty at 
all hazards, for your Father which seeth in secret shall 
reward you openly.** " Verily, I say unto you, ye shall 
in no wise lose your reward." ^ 

Yet this is scarcely the right view of things. The 
hope of success, not the hope of reward, should be our 
stimulating and sustaining might Our object, not 
ourselves, should be our inspiring thought The 
labours of philanthropy are comparatively easy, when 
the effect of them, and -their recoil upon ourselves, is 
immediate and apparent But this it can rarely be, 
unless where the field of our exertions is narrow, and 
ourselves the only or the chief labourers. In the 
more frequent cases where we have to join our efforts 
to those of thousands of others to contribute to the 
carrying forward of a great cause, merely to till the 
ground or sow the seed for a very distant harvest, or 
to prepare the way for the future advent of some 
great amendment ; the amount which each man has 



1 *' When thou art bidden, take the lowest room, that when he 
that bade thee cometh, he may say, ' Friend, go up higher ; * so 
shall thou have honour in the presence of them that sit at meat unth 
thee" ''Every one that humbleth himself shall he exalted^ 
'* Seek ye iirst the Kingdom of Heaven, .... and all these things 
shall he added unto you,^^ '''• Lord, we have left all and followed 
thee, what shall we have there/ore t Verily I say unto you, that 
yo which have followed me, in the regeneration, when the Son 
of Man shall sit on the throne of his glory, ye also shall sit upon 
twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel.'' " No man 
that hath left father or mother for my sake but shall receive a 
hundred fold more in this present life, and in the world to come Ufe 
everlasting,''^ 
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contributed to the achievement of ultimate success, 
the portion of the prize which justice should assign 
to each as his especial production, can never be accu- 
rately ascertained. Perhaps few of those who have 
laboured, in the patience of secrecy and silence, to 
bring about some political or social change which they 
felt convinced would ultimately prove of vast service 
to humanity, may live to see the change effected, or 
the anticipated good flow from it. Fewer still of 
them will be able to pronounce what appreciable 
weight their several efforts contributed to the 
achievement of the change desired. And dis- 
couraging doubts will therefore often creep in upon 
minds in which egotism is not wholly swallowed up 
by earnestness, as to whether, in truth, their exer- 
tions had any influence whatever — whether in sad 
and sober fact they have not been the mere fly upon 
the wheel. With many men these doubts are fatal 
to active effort To counteract them we must labour 
to elevate and purify our motives, as well as sedu- 
lously cherish the conviction — ^assuredly a true one — 
that in this world there is no such thing as effort 
thrown away — that " in all labour there is profit " — 
that all sincere exertion in a righteous and unselfish 
cause is necessarily followed, in spite of all appear- 
ance to the contrary, by an appropriate and propor- 
tionate success — ^that no bread cast upon the waters 
can be wholly lost — that no good seed planted in the 
ground can fail to fructify in due time and measure ; 
and that, however we may in moments of despondency 
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be apt to doubt, not only whether our cause will 
triumph, but whether we shall have contributed to its 
triumph, — there is One who has not only seen every 
exertion we have made, but who can assign the exact 
degree in which each soldier has assisted to gain the 
great victory over social evil.^ The Augsean stables 
of the world — the accumulated uncleanness and 
misery of centuries — require a mighty river to cleanse 
them thoroughly away : every drop we contribute 
aids to swell that river and augment its force, in a 
degree appreciable by God, though not by man ; — 
and he whose zeal is deep and earnest, will not be 
over anxious that his individual drop should be dis- 
tinguishable amid the mighty mass of cleansing and 
fertilizing waters, far less that, for the sake of distinc- 
tion, it should flow in ineflective singleness away. 
He will not be careful that his name should be 
inscribed upon the mite which he casts into the 
treasury of God. It should suffice each of us to 
know that, if we have laboured, with purity of pur- 
pose, in any good cause, we mits^ have contributed to 
its success ; that the degree in which we have con- 
tributed is a matter of infinitely small concern ; and 

1 ** Tet are there some to whom a strength is given, 
A Will, a self -constraining Energy, 
A Faith which feeds upon no earthly hope. 
Which never thinks of victory, but content 
In its own consummation, combating 
Becattse it owjht to combat^ .... 
Rejoicing fights, and still rejoicing faUs.** 

The Combat of Lif e.~R M. Milnea 
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still more, that the consciousness of having so con- 
tributed, however obscurely and unnoticed, should be 
our suflBcient, if our sole, reward. Let us cherish this 
faith ; it is a duty. He who sows and reaps is a good 
labourer, and worthy of his hire. But he who sows 
what shall be reaped by others who know not and 
reck not of the sower, is a labourer of a nobler order, 
and worthy of a loftier guerdon. 

V. The common Christian conception of the pardon 
of sin upon repentance and conversion seems to us to 
embody a very transparent and pernicious fallacy. 
" Who can forgive sins but God only ? " asked the 
Pharisees. There is great confusion and contradiction 
in our ideas on this subject. God is the only being 
who can not forgive sins. " Forgiveness of sins '* 
means one of two things : — it either means saving a 
man from the consequences of his sins, that is, inter- 
posing between cause and efifect, in which case it is 
working a omiracle (which God no doubt can do, but 
which we have no right to expect that He will do, or 
ask that He shall do) ; or it means an engagement to 
forbear retaliation^ sl suppression of the natural anger 
felt against the offender by the offended party, a f(yre- 
going of vengeance on the part of the injured — in 
which meaning it is obviously quite inapplicable to a 
Being exempt and aloof from human passions. When 
we entreat a fellow-creature to forgive the offences we 
have committed against him, we mean to entreat that 
he will not, by any act of his, punish us for them, 
that he will not revenge nor repay them, that he will 
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retain no rancour in his breast against us on account 
of them ; and such a prayer addressed to a being of 
like passions to ourselves is rational and intelligible, 
because we know that it is natural for him to feel 
anger at our injuries, and that, unless moved to the 
contrary, he will probably retabate. But when we 
pray to our Heavenly Father to " forgive us our tres- 
passes, as we forgive those who trespass against us," 
we overlook the want of parallelism of the two cases, 
and show that our notions on the subject are alto- 
gether misty and confused ; for God cannot be 
injured by our sins, and He is inaccessible to the 
passions of anger and revenge. Yet the plain expres- 
sion of the Book of Common Prayer — " Neither take 
Thou vengeance of our sins " — embodies the real sig- 
nification attached to the prayer for forgiveness, by all 
who attach any definite signification to their prayers. 
Now, this expression is an Old Testament or a Pagan 
expression, and can only be consistently and intelli- 
gibly used by those who entertain the same low ideas 
of Qod as the ancient Greeks and Hebrews entertained 
— that is, who think of Him as an 'irritable, jealous, 
and avenging Potentate. 

If, from this inconsistency, we take refuge in the 
other meaning of the Prayer for forgiveness, and 
assume that it is a prayer to God that he will exempt 
us from the natural and appointed consequences of our 
misdeeds, it is important that we should clearly define 
to our minds what it is that we are asking for. In 
our view of the matter, punishment for sins by the 
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divine law is a wholly different thing and process 

from punishment for violations of human laws. It is 

not an infliction for crime, imposed by an external 

authority and artificially executed by external force, 

but a natural and inevitable result of the offence — a 

child generated by a parent — ^a sequence following an 

antecedent — a consequence arising out of a cause. 

^* The Lord is just : He made the chain 
Which binds together gmlt and pain.'' 

The punishment of sin consists in the consequences 
of sin. These form a penalty most adequately heavy. 
A sin without its punishment is as impossible, as com- 
plete a contradiction in terms, as a cause without an 
effect 

To pray that God will forgive our sins, therefore, 
appears, in all logical accuracy, to involve either a 
most unworthy conception of His character, or an 
entreaty of incredible audacity — viz., that He will 
work daily miracles in our behalf. It is either 
beseeching Him to renounce feelings and intentions 
which it is impossible that a Nature like His should 
entertain : or it is asking Him to violate the eternal 
and harmonious order of the universe, for the comfort 
of one out of the infinite myriads of its inhabitants. 

It may, perhaps, be objected, that Punishment of 
sins may be viewed, not as a vengeance taken for 
injury or insult committed, nor yet as the simple and 
necessary sequence of a cause — but as cliastisement, 
inflicted to work repentance and amendment. But, 
even when considered in this lights prayer for forgive- 
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ness remains still a marvellous inconsistency. It tLen 
becomes the entreaty of the sick man to his Physician 
not to heal him. " Forgive us our sins," then means, 
" Let us continue in our iniquity.*' It is clear, how- 
ever, that the first meaning we have mentioned, as 
attached to the prayer for forgiveness of sins, is both 
the original and the prevailing one ; and that it arises 
from an entire misconception of the character of the 
Deity, and of the feelings with which He may be 
supposed to regard sin — a misconception inherited 
from our Pagan and Jewish predecessors ; it is a 
prayer to deprecate the just resentment of a Potentate 
whom we have ofifended — ^a petition which would be 
more suitably addressed to an earthly foe or master 
than to a Heavenly Father. The misconception is 
natural to a rude state of civilisation and of theology. 
It is the same notion from which arose sacrifices (i.e,, 
offerings to appease wrath), and which caused their 
universality in early ages and among barbarous nations. 
It is a relic of anthropomorphism; — ^a belief that God, 
like man, is enraged by neglect or disobedience, and 
can be pacified by submission and entreaty ; a belief 
consistent and intelligible among the Greeks, incon- 
sistent and irrational among Christians, appropriate as 
applied to Jupiter, unmeaning or blasphemous as 
applied to Jehovah. 

We have, in fact, come to regard sin, not as an 
injury done to our own nature, an offence against our 
own souls, a disfiguring of the image of the Beautiful 
and Good, but as a personal affront offered to a power- 
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ful and avenging Being, which, unless apologised for, 
will be chastised as such. We have come to regard it 
as an injury to another party, for which atonement 
and reparation can be made and satisfaction can be 
given ; not lets a deed which cannot 1)e undone, eternal 
in its consequences ; an act which, once committed, is 
numbered with the irrevocable Past In a word. Sin 
contains its own retributive penalty as surely, and as 
naturally, as the acorn contains the oak. Its conse- 
quence is its punishment, it needs no other, and can 
have no heavier; and its consequence is involved in 
its commission, and cannot be separated from it. 
PunishmeTd (let us fix this in our minds) is not the 
eocecviion of a senten/^e, but tite occurren/ie of an effect 
It is ordained to follow guilt by God, not as a Judge, 
but as the Creator and Legislator of the Universe. 
This conviction, once settled in our understandings, 
will wonderfully clear up our views on the subject of 
pardon and redemption. Bedemption becomes then, 
of necessity, not a saving but a regenerating process. 
We can be saved from the punishment of sin only 
by being saved from its commission. Neither can 
there be any such thing as vicarious atonement or 
punishment (which, again, is a relic of heathen con- 
ceptions of an angered Deity, to be propitiated by 
offerings and sacrifices). Punishment, being not the 
penalty, but the result of sin, being not an arbitrary 
and artificial annexation, but an ordinary and logical 
consequence, cannot be borne by other than the sinner. 
It is curious that the votaries of the doctrine of the 
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Atonement admit the correctness of much of the above 
reasoning, saying (see " Guesses at Truth," by J. and 
A. Hare), that Christ had to suflfer for the sins of men, 
because God could not forgive sin ; He must punish 
it in some way. Thus holding the strangely in- 
consistent doctrine that God is so just that He could 
not let sin go unpunished, yet so unjust that He could 
punish it in the person of the innocent. It is for 
orthodox dialectics to explain how Divine Justice can 
be impugned by pardoning the guilty, and yet vi/ndi^ 
cated by punishing the innocent ! 

If the foregoing reflections are sound, the awfiil, 
yet wholesome, conviction presses upon our minds, that 
there can be no forgiveness of sins; that is, no inter- 
ference with, or remittance of, or protection from their 
natural effects ; that God will not interpose between 
the cause and its consequence ;^ — that " whatsoever a 
man soweth, that shall he also reap." An awful con- 
sideration this; yet all reflection, all experience, con- 
firm its truth. The sin which has debased our soul 
may be repented of, may be turned from, but the 
injury is done : the debasement may be redeemed by 
after efforts, the stain may be obliterated by bitterer 
struggles and severer sufferings, by faith in God's love 



* Refer to Matt. ix. 2-6. " Whether is it easier to say, Thy sins 
be forgiven thee ! or to say, Arise, take up thy bed and walk? " 
Jesus seems here clearly to intimate that the view taken above (of 
forgiveness of sins, namely, involving an interference with the 
natural order of sequence, and being therefore a miracle) is oorrectw 
He places the two side by side, as equally difficult. 
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and communion with His Spirit ; but the efforts and 
the endurance which might have raised the soul to the 
loftiest heights, are now exhausted in merely regaining 
what it has lost " There must always be a wide 
difference (as one of our divines has said) between 
him who only ceases to do evil, and him who has 
always done well ; between the man who began to 
serve his Ood as soon as he knew that he had a Qod 
to serve, and the man who only turns to Heaven after 
he has exhausted all the indulgences of Earth." 

Again, in the case of sin of which you have induced 
another to partake. You may repent — you may, 
after agonising struggles, regain the path of virtue — 
your spirit may re-achieve its purity through much 
anguish, and after many stripes ; but the weaker 
fellow-creature whom you led astray, whom you made 
a sharer in your guilt, but whom you cannot make a 
sharer in your repentance and amendment, whose 
downward course (the first step of which you taught) 
you cannot check, but are compelled to witness, what 
"forgiveness" of sins can avail you there? There 
is your perpetual, your inevitable punishment, which 
no repentance can alleviate, and no mercy can remit. 

This doctrine, that sins can be forgiven, and the 
consequences of them averted, has in all ages been a 
fertile source of mischief Perhaps few of our in- 
tellectual errors have fructified in a vaster harvest of 
evil, or operated more powerfully to impede the moral 
progress of our race. While it has been a source of 
unspeakable comfort to the penitent, a healing balm 



224? THE CREED OF CHRISTENDOM. 

to the wounded spirit, while it has saved many from 
hopelessness, and enabled those to recover themselves 
who would otherwise have flung away the remnant of 
their virtue in despair ; yet, on the other hand, it has 
encouraged millions, feeling what a safety was in store 
for them in ulti/mate resort, to persevere in their 
career of folly or crime, to ignore or despise those 
natural laws which God has laid down to be the guides 
and beacons of our conduct, to continue to do " that 
which was pleasant in their own eyes," convinced that 
nothing was irrevocable, that however dearly they 
might have to pay for re-integration, repentance could 
at any time redeem their punishment, and undo the 
past. The doctrine has been noxious in exact ratio to 
the baldness and nakedness with which it has been 
propounded. In the Catholic Church of the middle 
ages we see it perhaps in its grossest form, when 
pardon was sold, bargained for, rated at a fixed price ; 
when one hoary sinner, on the bed of sickness, refused 
to repent, because he was not certai/ri that death was 
close at hand, and he did not wish for the trouble of 
going through the process twice, and was loth, by a 
premature amendment, to lose a chance of any of the 
indulgences of sin. Men would have been far more 
scrupulous watchers over conduct, far more careful of 
their deeds, had they believed that those deeds would 
inevitably bear their natural consequences, exempt 
from after intervention, than when they held that 
penitence and pardon could at any time unlink the 
chain of sequences ; just as now they are little scru^ 
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pulous of indulging in hurtful excess, when medical 
aid is at hand to remedy the mischief they have 
voluntarily encountered. But were they on a desert 
island, apart from the remotest hope of a doctor or a 
drug, how far more closely would they consider the 
consequences of each indulgence, how earnestly would 
they study the laws of Nature, how comparatively 
unswerving would be their endeavours to steer their 
course by those laws, obedience to which brings health, 
peace, and safety in its train ! 

Let any one look back upon his past career — ^look 
inward on his daily life — and then say what effect 
would be produced upon him, were the conviction 
once fixedly imbedded in his soul, that everything done 
is done irrevocably — that even the Omnipotence of 
God cannot uncommit a deed — cannot make that 
imdone which has been done ; that every act Tnust 
bear its allotted fruit according to the everlasting laws 
— must remain for ever ineffaceably inscribed on the 
tablets of universal Nature. And then let him consider 
what would have been the result upon the moral condi- 
tion of our race, had all men ever held this conviction. 

Perhaps you have led a youth of dissipation and 
excess which has undermined and enfeebled your con- 
stitution, and you have transmitted this injured and 
enfeebled constitution to your children. They suffer, 
in consequence, through life ; suffering, perhaps even 
sin, is entailed upon them ; your repentance, were it 
in sackcloth and ashes, cannot help you or them. 
Your punishment is tremendous, but it is legitimate^ 
II. P 
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and inevitable. You have broken Nature's laws, or 
you have ignored them ; and no one violates or 
neglects them with impunity. What a lesson for 
timely reflection and obedience is here ! 

Again, — You have broken the seventh command- 
ment. You grieve, you repent, you resolutely deter- 
mine against any such weakness in future. It is welL 
But "you know that God is merciful, you feel that he 
will forgive you." You are comforted. But no — 
there is no forgiveness of sins : the injured party may 
forgive you, your accomplice or victim may forgive you, 
according to the meaning of human language ; but the 
deed is done, and all the powers of Nature, were they 
to conspire in your behalf, could not make it undone : 
the consequences to the body, the consequences to the 
soul, though no man may perceive them, are there, are 
written in the annals of the Past, and must reverberate 
through all time.^ 

But all this, let it be understood, in no degree 
militates against the value or the necessity of repen- 
tance. Repentance, contrition of soul, bears, like 
every other act, its own fruit, the fruit of purifying 
the heait, of amending the future, not, as man has 
hitherto conceived, of effacing the Past. The com- 
mission of sin is an irrevocable act, but it does not 
incapacitate the soul for virtue. Its consequences 
cannot be expunged, but its course need not be 

^ [I have left this whole argument just as it was written five-and- 
twenty years ago ; because, though I recognise its painful harsh- 
ness, I am imable to detect any fiaw in the substance of its logic] 
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pursued. Sin, though it is ineffaceable, calls for no 
despair, but for efforts more energetic than before. 
Repentance is still as valid as ever ; but it is valid to 
secure the future, not to obliterate the past. 

The moral to be drawn from these reflections is 
this : — God has placed the lot of man — not, perhaps, 
altogether of the Individual, but certainly of the Race 
— in his own hands, by surrounding him with fxced 
laws, on knowledge of which, and on conformity to 
which, his well-being depends. The study of these, 
and the principle of obedience to them, form, there- 
fore, the great aim of education, both of men and 
nations. They must be taught — 

1. The physical laws, on which God has made 
health to depend. 

2. The Tooral laws, on which He has made happi- 
ness to depend.^ 

3. The intellectual laws, on which He has made 
knowledge to depend. 

4. The social and political laws, on which He 
has made national prosperity and advancement to 
depend. 

5. The econmriic laws, on which he has made 
wealth to depend. 



* "There is nothing which more clearly marks the Divine Govern- 
ment than the difnculty of distinguishing between the natural and 
the supernatural ; between the penalty attached to the breach of the 
written law, and the consefjiience^ which we call natural, though it is 
in fact the penalty attached to the breach of the unwritten law. . . . 
In the divine law, the penalty always grows out of the offence." — 
State of Man before the Promulgation of Christianity, p. 108. 
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A true comprehension of all these, and of their 
unexceptioTud and unalterable nature, would ulti- 
mately rescue mankind from all their vice and nearly 
all their suffering — save casualties and sorrows. 

VI. The ascetic and depreciating view of life, 
inculcated by ordinary Christianity, appear to us 
erroneous, both in its form and in its foundation. 
How much of it belongs to Christ, how much to the 
Apostles, and how much was the accretion of a 
subsequent age, is not easy to determine. It appears 
in the Epistles as well as in the Gospels ; and in the 
hands of preachers of the present day it has reached a 
point at which it is unquestionably unsound, noxious, 
and insincere. In Christ this asceticism assumes a 
mild and moderate form ; being simply the doctrine of 
the Essenes, modified by his own exquisite judgment 
and general sympathies, and dignified by the convic- 
tion that to men, who had so arduous and perilous a 
work before them as that to which he and his disciples 
were pledged, the interests, the aflfections, the enjoy- 
ments of this life must needs be of very secondary 
moment. With him it is confined almost entirely to 
urging his hearers not to sacrifice their duties (and by 
consequence their rewards) to earthly and passing 
pleasures, and to teaching them to seek consolation 
under present privations in the prospect of future 
blessedness. " Lay not up for yourselves treasures 
upon earth, where moth and rust do corrupt, and 
where thieves break through and steal" "What 
shall it profit a man if he should gain the whole world 
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and lose his own soul ? or what shall a man give in 
exchange for his soul?" Luke xiv. 26, 33, appears 
at first sight to go further than this ; but even these 
verses are only a hyperbolical expression of a universal 
truth, viz., that a man cannot cast himself with eflfect 
into any great or dangerous achievement, unless he is 
prepared to subdue and set at nought all interfering 
interests and feelings. 

That the Apostles, called to fight against princi- 
palities and powers, obliged to hold life and all its affec- 
tions cheap, because the course of action in which they 
were engaged perilled these at every step, finding the 
great obstacle to their success in the tenacity with 
which their hearers clung to those old associations, 
occupations, and enjoyments, which embracing the new 
faith would oblige them to forswear, — ^impressed, more- 
over, with the solemn and tremendous conviction that 
the world was falling to pieces, and that their own days 
and their own vision would witness the final catastrophe 
of nature; — that the Apostles should regard with unlov- 
ing eyes that world of which their hold was so precarious 
and their tenure so short, and should look with amaze- 
ment and indignation upon men who would cling to a 
doomed and perishing habitation, instead of gladly 
sacrificing everything to obtain a footing in the new 
Kingdom was natural, and, granting the premises, 
rational and wise. 

But for Divines in this day, when the profession of 
Christianity is attended with no peril, when its 
practice even demands no sacrifice, save that pre- 
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ference of duty to enjoyment which is the first law of 
cultivated humanity, to repeat the language, profess 
the feelings, inculcate the notions of men who lived in 
daily dread of such awful martyrdom, and under the 
excitement of such a mighty misconception ; to cry 
down this world, with its profound beauty, its thrilling 
interests, its glorious works, its noble and holy affec- 
tions ; to exhort their hearers, Sunday after Sunday, 
to detach their hearts from the earthly life as inane, 
fleeting, and unworthy, and fix it upon Heaven, as the 
only sphere deserving the love of the loving or the 
meditation of the wise, — ^appears to us, we confess, 
frightful insincerity, the enactment of a wicked and 
gigantic lia The exhortation is delivered and listened 
to as a thing of course ; and an hour afterwards the 
preacher, who has thus usurped and profaned the 
language of an Apostle who wrote with the faggot and 
the cross full in view, is sitting comfortably with his 
hearer over his claret ; they are fondling their children, 
discussing public affairs or private plans in life with 
passionate interest, and yet can look at each other 
without a smile or a blush for the sad and meaningless 
farce they have been acting I 

Yet the closing of our connection with this earthly 
scene is as certain and probably as near to us as it 
was to the apostles. Death is as close to us as the 
end of the world was to them. It is not, therefore, 
their misconception on this point which makes their 
view of life unsound and insincere when adopted by 
us. We believe it to be erroneous in itself, and to 
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proceed upon false conceptions of our relation to time 
and to futurity. The doctrine, as ordinarily set forth, 
that this world is merely one of probation and pre- 
paration, we entirely disbelieve. The idea of regard- 
ing it as merely a portal to another is simply an 
attempt to solve the enigma of life ; a theory to 
explain the sufferings of man, and to facilitate the 
endurance of them ; to supply the support and con- 
solation which man's weakness cannot dispense with, 
but which he has not yet learned to draw from deeper 
and serener fountains. We, on the contrary, think 
that everything tends to prove that this life is, not 
perhaps, not probably, our only sphere, but still an 
integral one, and the one with which we are meant 
to be concerned. The present is our scene of action 
— the future is for speculation, and for trust. We 
firmly believe that man was sent upon the earth to 
live in it, to enjoy it, to study it, to love it, to embel- 
lish it — to make the most of it, in short. It is his 
country, on which he should lavish his affections and 
his efforts. Spartam naxitua es — hanc eosoma. It 
should be to him a house, not a tent — ^a home, not 
only a school. If, when this house and this home are 
taken from him. Providence in its wisdom and its 
bounty provides him with another, let him be deeply 
grateful for the gift-7-let him transfer to that future, 
when it has become his present, his exertions, his 
researches, and his love. But let him rest assured 
that he is sent into this world, not to be constantly 
hankering after, dreaming of, preparing for, another 
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which may, or may not, be in store for him — but to 
do his duty and fulfil his destiny on earth — ^to do all 
that lies in his power to improve it, to render it a 
scene of elevated happiness to himself, to those 
around him, to those who are to come after him. So 
will he avoid those tormenting contests with Nature 
— ^those struggles to suppress affections which God 
has implanted, sanctioned, and endowed with irresis- 
tible supremacy — those agonies of remorse when he 
finds that God is too strong for him — ^which now 
embitter the lives of so many earnest and sincere 
souls : so will he best prepare for that future which 
we hope for — if it come ; — so will he best have 
occupied the present, if the present be his alL To 
demand that we shall love Heaven more than Earth 
— that the Unseen shall hold a higher place in our 
affections than the Seen and the Familiar — ^is to ask 
that which cannot be obtained without subduing 
Nature, and inducing a morbid condition of the Soul. 
The very law of our being is love of life and all its 
interests and adornments. 

This love of the world in which our lot is cast, this 
engrossment with the interests and affections of Earth, 
has in it nothing necessarily low or sensual. It is 
wholly apart from love of wealth, of fame, of ease, of 
splendour, of power, of what is commonly called 
worldliness. It is the love of Earth as the garden 
on which the Creator has lavished such miracles of 
bi^Auty, as the habitation of humanity, the arena of its 
conflicts, the scene of its illimitable progress, the 
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dwelling-place of the wise, the good, the active, the 
loving, and the dear. 

** It is not the purpose and end of this discourse, 
to raise such seraphical notions of the vanity and 
pleasures of this world, as if they were not worthy to 
be considered, or could have no relish with virtuous 
and pious men. They take very unprofitable pains 
who endeavour to persuade men that they are obliged 
wholly to despise this world and all that is in it, even 
whilst they themselves live here : God hath not taken 
all that pains in forming, and framing, and furnishing, 
and adorning the world, that they who were made by 
Him to live in it should despise it ; it will be enough 
if they do not love it so immoderately as to prefer it 
before Him who made it : nor shall we endeavour to 
extend the notions of the Stoic Philosophers, and 
stretch them further by the help of Christian precepts, 
to the extinguishing all those affections and passions 
which are and will always be inseparable from human 
nature. As long as the world lasts, and honour, and 
virtue, and industry have reputation in the world, 
there will be ambition and emulation and appetite in 
the best and most accomplished men in it ; if there 
should not be, more barbarity and vice and wickedness 
would cover every nation of the world, than it yet 
suffers under." ^ 

It is difficult to decide whether exhortations to 
ascetic undervaluing of this life, as an insignificant and 



^ Lord Glarendon^B Essay on Happiness. 
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unworthy portion of existence, have done most injury 
to our virtue, by demanding feelings which are 
unnatural, and which, therefore, if oMained, must be 
morbid, if merely professed, must be insincere—or 
to the cause of social progress, by teaching us to look 
rather to a future life for the compensation of social 
evils, than to this life for their cure. It is only those 
who feel a deep interest in and affection for this 
world, who will work resolutely for its amelioration ; 
— those whose affections are transferred to Heaven 
acquiesce easily in the miseries of earth ; give them 
up as hopeless, as befitting, as ordained ; and console 
themselves with the idea of the amends which are one 
day to be theirs.^ If we had looked upon this earth 
as our only scene, it is doubtful if we should so long 
have tolerated its more monstrous anomalies and more 
curable evils. But it is easier to look to a future 
paradise than to strive to make one upon earth ; and 
the depreciating and hollow language of preachers has 
played into the hands both of the insincerity and the 
indolence of man. 

I question whether the whole systen^ of professing 
Christians is not based in a mistake, whether it be 



^ ** I sorrowfully admit, that when I count up among my per- 
sonal acquaintances all whom I think to be the most decidedly 
given to spiritual contemplation, and to make religion rule in their 
hearts, at least three out of four appear to have been apathetic 
towards all improvement of this world^s systems, and a majority 
have been virtual conservatives of evil^ and hostile to political and 
social reform as diverting men^s energies from Eternity.*'— Note by 
a Friend. 



CHRISTIAN ECLECTICISM. 235 

not an error to strive after spirituality — ^after a frame 
of mind, that is, which is attainable only by incessant 
conflict with the instincts of our unsophisticated 
nature, by macerating the body into weakness and 
disorder ; by disparaging what we see to be beautiful, 
know to be. wonderful, feel to be unspeakably dear 
and fascinating ; by (in a word) putting down the 
nature which God has given us, to struggle after one 
which He has not bestowed. Man is sent into the 
world, not a spiritual, but a composite being, a being 
made up of body and mind — ^the body having, as is 
fit and needful in a material world, its full, rightful, 
and allotted share. Life should be guided by a full re- 
cognition of this fact; not denying it as we do in bold 
words, and admitting it in weaknesses and inevitable 
failings. Man's spirituality will come in the next 
stage of his being, when he is endowed with the tfufia 
firvgu^ar/xoy. Each in its order : " first, that which is 
natural; afterwards, that which is spiritual" The 
body will be dropped at death : — till then God 
meant it to be commanded, but never to be 
neglected, despised, or ignored, under pain of heavy' 
consequences. 

The two classes of believers in future progress — 
those who believe in the future perfection of the 
individual, and those who believe in the future per- 
fection of the race — ^are moved to different modes of 
action. Perhaps they ought not to be ; but from the 
defects of our reason, and from personal feelings, they 
generally are. It is a question, however, whether the 
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world, i,e,, the human race, will not be more benefited 
by the labours of those who look upon Heaven as a 
state to be attained on earth by future generations, 
than by those who regard it as the state to be 
attained by themselves after death, in another world. 
The latter will look only, or mainly, to the improve- 
ment of their own character and capacities ; — ^the 
former will devote their exertions to the amelioration 
of their kind and their habitation. The latter are 
too easily induced to give up earth as hopeless and 
incorrigible ; — the former, lookiug upon it as the 
scene of blessed existence to others hereafter, toil for 
its amendment and embellishment. There is a vast 
fund of hidden selfishness, or what, at least, has often 
the practical effect of such, in the idea of Heaven as 
ordinarily conceived ; and much of the tolerated 
misery of earth may be traced to it.^ 

Do we then mean that our future prospects have 
no claim on our attention here ? Far from it. The 
fate of the Soul after it leaves those conditions under 
which alone we have any cognizance of its existence, 
the possibility of continued and eternal being, and the 
character of the scenes in which that being will be 
developed, must always form topics of the profoundest 
interest, and the most ennobling and refining contem- 



^ See some very interesting reflections on this subject (with 
which, however, I do not at all agree), by Sir James Mackintosh 
(Life, 120-122). See also some curious speculations by a Com- 
munistic Frenchman, Pierre Leroux, in his work De rHumanit^, 
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plation. These great matters will of necessity, from 
their attractions, and ought, from their purifying ten- 
dencies, to occupy much of the leisure of all thinking 
and aspiring minds. Those whose affections , are 
ambitious, whose conceptions are lofty, whose imagin- 
ation is vivid, eloquent, and daring — those to whom 
this life has been a scene of incessant failure — ^those 

<* Whom Life bath wearied in its race of hours/* 

who, harassed and toil-worn, sink under the burden 
of their three-score years — those who, having seen 
friend, parent, child, wife, successively removed from 
the homes they beautified and hallowed, find the 
balance of attraction gradually inclining in favour of 
another life, — all such will cling to these lofty 
speculations with a tenacity of interest which needs 
no injunction, and will listen to np prohibition. 
All we wish to suggest is that they should be 
regarded rather as the consoling privilege of the 
aspiring, the way-worn, the weary, the bereaved, than 
as the inculcated duty of youth in its vigour, or 
beauty in its prime. 

Yet, having said thus much by way of combating 
an erroneous view of life which appears to lead to a 
perilous and demoralizing insincerity, I would not be 
thought incapable of appreciating the light which the 
contemplation of the future may let in upon the pre- 
sent, nor the efifect which that contemplation is fitted 
to produce on the development of the higher portions 
of our nature. One of the most difficult, and at the 
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»ame time the gravest, of the practical problems of 
Yite, id the right adjustment of the respective claims of 
heaven and earth upon the time and thought of man : 
— how mnch should be given to performing the duties 
and entering into the interests of the world, and how 
much to preparation for a better; — ^how much to 
action, and how much to meditation ; — ^how much to 
the cultivation and purification of our own character, 
and how much to the public service of our fellow-men. 
Nor is this nice problem adequately solved by saying 
that Heaven is most worthily served, and most surely 
won, by a scrupulous discharge of the duties of otir 
earthly station ; and that constant labour for the good 
of others will afford the best development fen- the 
purer portions of our own character. There is much 
truth in this ; but there is not complete truth. The 
man whose whole life is spent in discharging with 
diligence aud fidelity the toils of his allotted position 
in society, or whose every hour is devoted to the details 
of philanthropic exertions, is in a rare degree "a good 
and faithful servant ; " yet it is impossible not to per- 
ceive that he may pass through life with many depths 
of his being altogether unsounded, with the richest 
secrctfl of the soul undiscovered and unguessed, with 
many of the loftiest portions of his character still latent 
and unimproved; and that when he passes through the 
portals of the grave, and reaches the new Existence, 
he will enter it a wholly unprepared and astonished 
stranger. Much quiet meditation, much solitary intro- 
spection, which the man involved in the vortex of 
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active and public life has rarely leisure to bestow, seem 
requisite to gain a clear conception of the true objects 
and meaning of existence — of the relation which our 
individual entities hold with the Universe around us 
and the Great Spirit which pervades it. Without this 
deep and solitary communing with our inner Nature, 
the most energetic and untiring Philanthropist or 
Duty-doer among us appears little more than an instru- 
ment in the hands of the Creator — a useful and noble 
one, certainly, yet still an instrument — for the produc- 
tion of certain results, but scarcely to have attained to 
the dignity of a distinct and individual Intelligence — 
an agent who comprehends himself and the nature of 
the work in which he is engaged, as well as the mere 
routine of its performance. 

Again, notwithstanding all that has been said as to 
the admirable effect of action on the character, it is 
certain that there are many points of personal morality 
from which a life of busy and even meritorious activity 
almost unavoidably diverts our attention. The temper, 
the appetites, the passions, require a ceaseless and 
guarded watchfulness, to which incessant exertion is, 
to my the least, certainly not favourable. 

On the other hand, too frequent a reflection, too 
deep an insight — too vivid a realization of the great 
mysteries of Being, would be apt so to shrivel up into 
microscopic insignificance all the cares, toils, and inte- 
rests of this life, as entirely to paralyze our zeal and 
energy concerning them. If we were literally to " live 
as seeing Him who is invisible," the common works of 
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earth could no longer be performed, save as a duty, 
and in a dream. It is well for us that we " walk by 
faith, and not by sight." If we could realize both the 
nearness and the fulness of Eternity, we should be 
unfitted for the requirements of this earthly state. 



CHAPTER XVIL 



THE GREAT EKIGMA. 



We are accustome,d to say that Christ brought life and 
immortality to light by his Gospel ; by which we 
mean, — not that he first taught the doctrine of a 
future life, scarcely even that he threw any new light 
on the nature of that life ; for the doctrine was held, 
long before he lived, by many uncivilized tribes ; it 
was the received opinion of moat, if not all, among the 
Oriental nations ; and it was an established tenet of 
the most popular and powerful sect among the Jews ; 
— but that he gave to the doctrine, for the first time, 
an authoritative sanction ; he announced it as a direct 
revelation from the Deity; and, as it were, exemplified 
and embodied it in his own resurrection. But, as we 
have already come to the conclusion that Christianity 
was not a Revelation in the ordinary sense of the 
word, Christ's inculcation of the doctrine becomes 
simply the added attestation of the most pious and 
holy man who ever lived, to a faith which has been 
cherished by the pious and the holy of all times and 
of all lands. 

In this view of Christianity, a future life becomes 
II. Q 
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to US no longer a matter of positive knowledge — a 
revealed tact — ^but simply a matter of fisdthy of hope, 
of earnest desire ; a sublime possibility, round which 
meditation and inquiry will collect all the probabilities 
they can. Christianity adds nothing certain to our 
convictions or to our knowledge on the subject, how* 
ever rich it may be in suggestions of the truth. Let 
us, therefore, by a short statement of its views of 
futurity, see how &r they are such as can be accepted 
by a cultivated and inquiring age. 

It may seem to many a strange observation, but we 
greatly question whether the views of Christ regarding 
the future world (so far as we can gather them froni 
the imperfect and uncertain records of his sayings, 
which alone we have to go by) were not less in advance 
of those current in his age and country, than his views 
upon any other topic. The popular opinion — ^that he 
made that a matter of certainty which before was only 
a matter of speculation — has blinded our perceptions 
on this point. When we put aside this common mis- 
conception, and come to examine what the notions 
inculcated by the Gospel concerning the nature of this 
futurity really were, we shall be surprised and pained 
to find how little they added, and how little they rose 
superior, to those current among the Pharisees and the 
EHsenes at the date of its promulgation ; and perhaps 
even how far they fell short of those attained by some 
pious Pagans of an earlier date. 

The scriptural idea of Heaven, so far as we can 
collect it from the Gospels, seems to have been : — 
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1. That it was a scene hallowed and embellished 
by the more immediate, or at least more perceptible, 
presence of (Jod, who is constantly spoken of as " Our 
Father who is in Heaven." It is the local dwelling- 
place of the Creator, lying exterior to and above the 
Earth, and into which Christ visibly ascended. In- 
deed, notwithstanding the distinct and repeated asser- 
tions of the perpetual superintendence of God, He is 
depicted much more as a local and limited, and much 
less as a pervading and spiritual Being, in the New 
Testament than in many of the Psalms and in Job. 
The delineations of the former are far more simple, 
affectionate, and human — far more tinged with anthro- 
pomorphism, in the tone at least ; those of the latter 
more vague, more sublime, more spiritual In this 
point, the Gospel idea of one of the attributes of 
Heaven, though eminently beautiful, natural, and 
attractive, will scarcely bear scrutiny. That in a future 
state we shall be more conscious of God's presence, is 
not only probable, but is a necessary consequence of 
the extension and purification of our faculties : — that 
He dwells there more than here is an obviously un- 
tenable conception. The notion may be said to be 
subjectively true, but objectively false. 

2. That Heaven would be a scene of retribution for 
the deeds and characters of earth has been the view of 
its essential nature taken by nearly all nations which 
have believed in its existence : to this idea the Gospel 
has added nothing new. That it would also be a state 
of compensation, to rectify the inequalities and atone 
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for the sufferings of our sublunary life^ has long been 
the consolatory notion of the disappointed and the 
sorrow-stricken. This idea Christianity especially en- 
courages ; nay, unless we are to allow an unusually 
free deduction for the hyperbolical language which the 
New Testament habitually employs, it would appear 
to carry it to an extent scarcely reconcilable with sober 
reason or pure justice; almost countenancing the notion 
— so seducing to the less worthy feelings of the dis- 
contented and the wretched — not only that theA/r 
troubles will be compensated by a proportionate excess 
of future joy, but that earthly prosperity will, per «6, 
and apart from any notion of moral retribution, con- 
stitute a title to proportionate suffering hereafter — 
that, in truth, Heaven will be the especial and ex- 
clusive patrimony of the poor and the afflicted. 
" Blessed are they that mourn, for they shall be com.- 
forted." " Blessed be ye poor, for yours is the King- 
dom of God. Blessed are ye that hunger now, for ye 
shall be filled. Blessed are ye that weep now, for ye 
shall laugh. But woe unto ye that are rich, for ye 
have received your consolation. Woe unto ye that 
are full, for ye shall hunger. Woe unto ye that laugh 
now, for ye shall weep." The parable of Dives and 
Lazarus inculcates the same notion. '' Son, remember 
that thou in thy lifetime receivedst thy good things, 
and likewise Lazarus evil things ; but now he is com- 
forted, and thou art tormented." It is very difficult 
to discover on what worthy conception of Divine Pro- 
vidence the ideas inculcated in these last quotations 
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can be justified, or how they can be reconciled with 
the doctrine of a just moral retribution ; and it is 
equally diflScult to shut our eyes to the encouragement 
they may give and have given to the envious and 
malignant feelings of grovelling and uncultured minds.^ 
3. The eternal duration of the future existence has, 
we believe, with all nations formed a constituent element 
of the doctrine ; though it is so far from being a neces- 
sary one, that it is not easy to discover whence its 
universal adoption is to be traced. To this idea Scrip- 
ture has added another, which presents a stumbling- 
block to our moral and our metaphysical philosophy 
alike — ^viz., the unchaTiging character of both its pains 
and pleasures. We attempt in vain to trace in the 
Gospel the least evidence that the future state is to be 
regarded as one of progress — ^that its suflferings are to 
be probationary and purifying, and therefore termin- 
able ; or its joys elevating and improving, and there- 
fore ever advancing. If any doctrine be distinctly 
taught by Scripture on this point, it clearly is, that 
the lot of each individual is fixed for ever at the judg- 
ment day. In this it stands below some both Pagan 
and Oriental conceptions. The Gospel view of the 
eternity of the future life, which fully approves itself 



^ See Eugene Aram, chap, viii., for an illustration. A Calvinist 
peasant considered that the choicest bliss of Heaven would be " to 
look down into the other place, and see the folk grill." Tertullian 
has a passage, part of which -Gibbon quotes (c. xv.), expressing 
the same idea in language quite as horrible. We believe there is a 
similar passage in Baxter^s Saints^ Rest 
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to our reason, is one which it shares with all theories : 
its conception of the eternity of future punishments, 
in which probably it stands almost alone, is one, the 
revolting character of which has been so strongly felt, 
that the utmost ingenuity both of criticism and logic, 
has been strained for centuries — the first, to prove that 
the doctrine is not taught, the second, to prove that it 
ought to be received. Neither have quite succeeded. 
It is difficult to maintain that the doctrine is not 
taught in Scripture, if the clear language of special 
texts is to be taken as our guide ; and it was probably 
held by the Apostles and the first Christians ; and all 
the attempts yet made to reconcile the doctrine with 
divine justice and mercy are calculated to make us 
blush alike for the human heart that can strive to 
justify such a creed, and for the human intellect which 
can delude itself into a belief that it has succeeded in 
such justification. 

That would be a great book, and he would be a 
great man, that should detect and eliminate the latent 
and disfigured truth that lies at the root of every false- 
hood ever yet believed among men. In Scripture we 
meet with several doctrines which may be considered 
as the approayi/mate formula, the imperfect, partial, 
and inaccurate expression, of certain mighty and 
eternal verities. Thus, the spirituality of Christ's 
character and the superhuman excellence of his life, 
lie at the bottom of the dogma of the Incarnation ; 
which was simply " a mistake of the morally for the 
physically divine," an idea carnalized into a fact. In 
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the same manner, the doctrine of the eternity of future 
punishments, false as it must be in its ordinary signifi- 
cation, contains a glimpse of one of the most awful 
and indisputable truths ever presented to the human 
understanding — ^viz., the eternal and meffaceable con- 
sequences of our every action, the fact that every word 
and every deed produces effects which must, by the 
very nature of things, reverberate through all time, so 
that the whole of futurity would be different had that 
word never been spoken, or that deed enacted.^ 



^ " The piilsatioDS of the air, once set in motion by the human 
voice, cease not to exist with the somids to which they gave rise. 
Strong and audible as they may be in the immediate neighbour- 
hood of the speaker, and at the immediate moment of utterance, 
their quickly-attenuated force soon becomes inaudible to human 
ears. But the waves of air thus raised perambulate the earth^s 
and ocean's surface, and in less than twenty hours every atom of 
its atmosphere takes up the altered movement due to that infinit- 
esimal portion of primitive motion which has been conveyed to it 
through countless channels, and which must continue to influence 
its path throughout its future existence. 

'^ But these aerial pulses, unseen by the keenest eye, unheard by 
the acutest ear, unperceived by human senses, are yet demonstrated 
to exist by human reason ; and in some few and limited instances, 
by calling to our aid the most refined and comprehensive instru- 
ment of human thought (mathematical analysis), their courses are 

traced, and their intensities measured Thus considered, 

what a strange chaos is this wide atmosphere we breathe ! Every 
atom impressed with good and with ill, retains at once the motions 
which philosophers and sages have imparted to it, mixed and com- 
bined in ten thousand ways with all that is worthless and base. 
The air itself is one vast library, on whose pages is for ever written 
all that man has ever said or even whispered. There, in their 
mutable, but unerring characters, mixed with the earliest as well 
as the latest sighs of mortality, stand for ever recorded vows un- 
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There is therefore a sense in which the eternity of 
future punishment may be irrefragably and terribly 
true — if that very enhancement of our faculties in a 
future life which enables us to perceive and trace the 
ineffaceable consequences of our idle words and our 
evil deeds, should render our remorse and grief as 



redeemed, promises unfulfilled, perpetuating, in the united move- 
ments of each particle, the testimony of man^s changeful wilL 

*^ But if the air we breathe is the never-failing historian of the 
sentiments we have uttered, earth, air, and ocean, are in like man- 
ner the eternal witnesses of the acts we have done. .... No 
motion impressed by natural causes or by human agency is ever 
obliterated. The track of every canoe which has yet disturbed the 
surface of the ocean, remains for ever registered in the future mo- 
ments of all succeeding particles which may occupy its place. 

*^ Whilst the atmosphere we breathe is the ever-living witness 
of the sentiments we have uttered, the waters and the more solid 
materials of the globe, bear equally enduring testimony of the acts 
we have conmiitted. If the Almighty stamped on the brow of the 
earliest murderer the visible and indelible mark of his guilt, he 
has also established laws by which every succeeding criminal is not 
less irrevocably chained to the testimony of .his crime ; for every 
atom of his mortal frame, through whatever changes its severest 
particles may migrate, will still retain, adhering to it through 
every combination, some movement derived from that very mus- 
cular effort by which the crime itself was perpetrated." — ^Babbage, 
Ninth Bridgewater Treatise, c. ix. 

*' If we imagine the soul in an after stage of existence, connected 
with an organ of hearing so sensitive as to vibrate with motions 
of the air, even of infinitesimal force, and if it be still within the 
precincts of its ancient abode, all the accumulated words pro- 
nounced from the creation of mankind will fall at once on that 
ear ; .... . and the punished offender may hear still vibrating on 
his ear the very words uttered perhaps thousands of centuries 
before, which at once caused and registered his own condemna- 
tion." — Ibid. c. xii. 
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eternal as those consequences themselves. No more 
fearful punishment to a superior Intelligence can be 
conceived than to see still in action — with the con- 
sciousness that it mu3t continue in action for ever — a 
cause of wrong put in motion by itself ages before. 
Let us trust . either that our capacities will be too 
limited for this awful retribution, or that the resources 
of omnipotence naay be adequate to cancel or to veil 
the Past. 

4, It is remarkable that while in the New Testa- 
ment the delights of Heaven are always depicted as 
consisting in the exercise and development of the 
spiritual affections, the pains of HeU are as constantly 
delineated as physicfd. The joys of tlje one state are 
those of the intellect and the Soul ; the sufferings of 
the other those of the body only. In the Gospel 
pictures, Heaveji is " to sit at the right hand of the 
Father;" Hell is "to bum in unquenchable fire." 
Unless there be some deep meaning hidden under this 
apparent inconsistency; unless it be intended to 
intimate to us that the blessed will be made purely 
spiritual, and that the damned will be wholly absorbed 
in their corporeality — an idea which it is diflScult to 
admit ; it seems strange that the description of Heaven 
as consisting in communion with God and with the 
Just made perfect, should not have suggested the 
correlative idea that Hell must consist in " living with 
the Devil and his angels ;" in fact, what more horrible 
conception of it could be formed ? 

5. But perhaps the most imperfect and inadmissible 
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point in the Scriptural conception of the Future 
World is that which represents it as divided into two 
distinct states, separated by an impassible barrier, 
decidedly on one or other side of which the eternal 
destiny of every one is cast. Such an arrangement, it 
is obvious, is incompatible with any but the rudest 
idea of righteous retribution, and could only be the 
resource of imperfect justice and imperfect power. 
For as in this world there is every possible gradation 
of virtue and of vice, which run into each other by 
the most imperceptible degrees, and are often only 
distinguishable by the minutest shade — so in the next 
world there must be every possible gradation of reward 
and punishment. A trenchant line of demarcation, 
which from its nature must be arbitrary, and which 
every one who overpasses by a hair's-breadth must 
overpass by a great gulph, could only be the invention 
of a judge of finite and imperfect capacity, for the 
more convenient dispatch of judgment. That, of 
two individuals whose degree of virtue is so similar 
that the question of precedence can neither be decided 
by the keenest human insight, nor expressed by the 
finest minutiae of human language, one should be 
rewarded with eternal joy, and the other condemned 
to everlasting torment, is assuredly among the rudest 
of religious conceptions. Yet, to all appearance, such 
is the notion of future retribution held by the New 
Testament writers. 

The doctrine of a future life has been firmly held in 
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all ages and by every order of minds. The reason- 
ings ordinarily adduced in proof of this doctrine have 
always appeared to me deplorably weak and incon- 
clusive ; so much so as clearly to indicate that they 
do not form the grounds on which it has been believed, 
but are merely subsequent attempts to justify that 
belief. The creed being there, human reason, in the 
endeavour to account for it, has surrounded it with 
props and crutches of every conceivable degree of 
weakness ; and these post-dated supports have been 
mistaken for the foundation. But they are not so ; 
and we must at once distinguish between the convic- 
tion and the arguments by which the mind {erroneously 
supposing it to he hosed on argument, and to need 
argument for its justificoition) has sought to build it 
up. Logic never originated it, logic can never 
establish it. All that can properly be called reason- 
ing, i,e,, inference deduced from observation, appears 
to point the other way. It is remarkable, too, that 
while the doctrine is announced, with the utmost 
clearness and positiveness in the New Testament, all 
the attempts there made to bring arguments in its 
favour, to prove it logically, or even to establish a 
reasonable probability for it, are futile in the extreme.^ 



1 The reasoning ascribed to Jesus (Luke xx. 37) — " Now, that 
the dead are raised, even Moses showed at the bush, when he 
called the Lord the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and 
the God of Jacob ; for he is not a God of the dead, but of the 
living^* — ^it is scarcely possible to regard as anything but a verbal 
ingenuity. Faults logic (Romans viii 16, 17 ; and 1 Thess. iy. 
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Nature throws no light upon the subject ; the pheno- 
mena we observe could never have suggested the idea 
of a renewed existence beyond the grave ; physiological 
science, as far as it speaks at all, distinctly negatives 
it. Appearances all testify to the reality and per- 
manence of death; a fearful onus of proof lies upon 
those who contend that these appearances are deceptive. 
When we interrogate the vast universe of oi^anization, 
we see, not simply life and death, but gradually grow- 
ing life, and gradually approaching death. After 
death, all that we have ever known of a man is gone;^ 
all we have ever seen of him is dissolved into its com- 
ponent elements ; it does not disajppear, so as to 



14) is, to say the least of it, feeble and far-fetched. While the 
well known passage in 1 Cor. xv. 12-16, is one of the most 
maryellous specimens extant of reasoning in a circle. On this see 
Newman on the Soul, p. 185 ; Bushes Anastasis, p. 170. 

In one point of the view of a future existence there would 
appear to be a remarkable coincidence between the notions of the 
Pagan philosophers and those of the more enlightened among the 
Jews and some of the early Christians. The Ancients seem to 
have imagined that only the Great would live again ; that the mass 
of souls, the oi iroXXot, were not worth resuscitating. Thus Tacitus 
(Yit. Agr.), ^^ Si quis piorum manibus locus, si, ut sapientibus 
placet, non cum corpore extinguuntur magjias animXy^ &c. Cicero 
de Senect, — '' proeclaram diem, cum ad illud divinum animorum 
concilium coetumque proficiscar, &c. See the above passages in 
the Epistles. Also Anastasis, 169, 252 ; in Luke xx. 35 ; remark- 
able impression, " They which shall be accounted worthy," &c. 

^ [A modification of this phrase would seem to be necessary, 
^* There is one indication of immortality which must not be left 
out of consideration, though, of course, its value will be very 
differently estimated by different minds. I refer to that 
spontaneous^ irresistible, and perhaps nearly universal feeling we 
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leave us at liberty to imagine that it may have gone 
to exist elsewhere, but is actually used up as materials 
for other purposes. So completely is this the case 
that, as Sir James Mackintosh observes, '^ the doctrine 
of a resurrection could scarcely have arisen among a 
people who buried their dead." Moreover, the growth, 
decay, and dissolution we observe, afe, to all appear- 
ance, those of the mind as well as the body. We see 
the mind, the affections, the Soul (if you will), 
gradually arising, forming (for no other expression 
adequately describes the phenomenon), as the body 
JL, ^i^^^^ m aU 4e pennalt change. J 
temporary variations of the body, diseased with its 



experience on w&tching, just after death, the body of one We have 
intimately known ; the conviction, I mean, (a sense, a consciousness, 
an impression which you have to fight against if you wish to shake it 
off^) that the form lying there is somehow not the ego you have 
loved. It does not produce iiie effect of that person's personality. 
You miss the Ego, though you have the frame. The visible 
Presence only makes more vivid the sense of actual absence. 
Every ieature, every substance, evGry phenomenon is there — and is 
unchanged. You have seen the eyes as firmly closed, the limbs as 
motionless, the breath almost as imperceptible, the face as fixed 
and expressionless, before, in sleep or in trance — ^without the same 
peculiar sensation. The impression made is indefinable, and is not 
the result of any conscious process of thought, that that body, 
quite unchanged to the eye, is not, and never was, your friend — 
the Being you were conversant with — ^that his or her individuality 
was not the garment before you plus a galvanic current ; that, in 
fact, the EGO you knew once, and seek still, was not that — is not 
there. And if not there^ it must be elsewhere or nowhere^ and * no- 
where,' I believe modem science will not suffer us to predicate of 
either force or substance that once has been." — Enigmas of Life^ 
Preface viiJ\ 
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** Admitting all this/' urges one reasoner, " the 
phenomena of life and death, nay, even the doctrine of 
materialism in all its nakedness, need present no in- 
superable difficulty ; for the same power which bestowed 
life is surely competent to restore it under another 
form and in another scene." Unquestionably ; but if 
we are material merely — if our inferences from observa- 
tion are correct — a renewed existence must be a new 
creation ; where then is our identity ? We are not 
continued, but succeeded} 

" But," says another speculator, " how can you tell 
that there is not some unascertained portion of the 
human frame, infinitesimal, indeed, and evanescent to 
our senses, which does not perish with the rest of the 
corporeal fabric, but forms the germ which is expanded 
into the new existence ?"* It may be that there is 
such ; but no shadow of a probability can be adduced 
for such an assumption. It is at best only a mode 

^ Life of Sir James Mackintosh, ii. 120, 121. 

* The ancient Jews held the existence of such a nucleus. '^ They 
contended that there was an immortal bone in the human body 
(called by them ossiculum Luz) which is the germ of the resurrec- 
tioD-body. This bone, they held, one might bum, boil, bake, 
pound, bruise, or attempt to bruise, by putting it on the anvil and 
submitting it to the strokes of the sledge-hammer ; but all iu vain. 
No effect would be produced upon it. It was indestructible — in- 
corruptible— immortal" — Bush's Anastasis, p. 177. The author of 
the ^*' Physical Theory ** seems to imagine that the body contains 
some imperishable nucleus, or particle, or element, in which soul 
or life resides; something as imponderable as light, as imper- 
ceptible as electricity, which does not perish with the coarser 
elements of our frame, but assumes a higher life, and collects 
about it, or evolves, a nobler and subtler organization. 
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of conceiving (he possibility of that which, on other 
grounds, or without grounds, we have decided to 
believe. It oflfers no escape from the overwhelming 
weight of inference drawn from natural appearance& 

The philosophical value of the arguments ordinarily 
adduced to demonstrate the reality, or at least the high 
probability, of an existence aft«r death, will be vari- 
ously estimated by different minds. That they possess, 
accurately speaking, no logical cogency, will be admitted ' 
by all candid and competent reasoners ; to us, we con- 
fess, they appear lamentably feeble and inadequate. 

By some we are told that the soul is immaterial, 
and that by reason of its immateriality it cannot die. 
How can human beings, professing to have cultivated 
their understandings, be content to repeat, and rest in, 
such wretched inanities as these ? — at best but the 
convulsive flounderings of an intellect out of its depth, 
deluding itself into the belief that it has grasped an 
idea, when it has only got hold of a word. That the 
immaterial must of necessity be immortal seems to us 
an unmeaning assertion on a matter of which we know 
absolutely nothing. Of the nature of the Soul, science 
has taught us, indeed, little — far too little to allow us 
to decide and dogmatize; but honesty must admit that 
the little it has taught us all points to an opposite 
conclusion, Alas ! for the Spirit's immortal trust, if 
it rested on such scholastic trivialities as thase ! 

Again. Much stress is laid on the inference to be 
drawn from the general belief of mankind. But this 
consideration will lose nearly all its force when we 
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reflect how easily, in the fond, tender, self-deceptive 
weakness of humanity, a belief can grow out of a wish. 
Regarded from this point of view, the universal belief 
in a future state is only the natural result of universal 
love of lifa Man, for his preservation, is endowed 
with an instinctive love of life, an instinctive horror of 
destruction — an instinct which is strengthened every 
hour by the manifold joys and interests of existence. 
The prolongation of this existence becomes a natural 
desire, which soon ripens into a passion; in earlier 
times the possibility of a deathless existence upon earth 
was, we know, the dream, the hope, the pursuit of 
many; but as accumulated experience speedily dis- 
sipated this form of the longings of nature, and com- 
pelled men to transfer their aspirations to the other 
side of the grave, the notion of an invisible futurity 
arose. The first natural desire was for an earthly im- 
mortality ; out of the reluctantly acknowledged impos- 
sibility of realizing this may have sprung the glorious 
conception of a heavenly existence. If this view of 
the genesis of the Universal Creed be correct, the 
argument drawn from it falls to the ground ; since 
the fact of our desire for any blessing, even when 
that desire has grown into a conviction, can offer no 
proof that it will be bestowed. 

It is true that now, thousands who have no wish 
for a prolonged existence upon earth, yet long for and 
believe in a ftiture life elsewhere. But this is the 
result partly of a conviction that the weariness and 

decay of both physical and moral powers would make 
II. R 
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eoDtinued life here a penalty and not a blessing, and 
partly of a desire for those higher capacities and nobler 
pursuits which they anticipate hereafter. The origin 
of the aspiration still remains the same : it is the desire 
for a happy existence after their conceptions of happir 
nesa; and they transfer the scene of it to heaven, 
because they do not see how these conceptions could 
be realised on earth, i.e., under the ordinary conditions 
of humanity. 

It will be urged that the belief is strongest in the 
most spiritual and religious minds, that is, in those 
which dwell most constantly on unseen and super- 
human realities. This is true : and we cannot venture 
to say that to such minds, raised and purified by 
heavenly contemplations, may not be given a deeper 
insight into divine truths than can be attained by 
those occupied with the things of earth and time. 
Still the fact will admit of another and more simple 
explanation ; since it is a well-known law of our intel- 
lectual constitution that topics and scenes on which the 
mind habitually and intently dwells, acquire, ipso facto^ 
an increasing degree of reality and permanence in our 
mental vision, out of all proportion to their certainty 
or actuality. There is no fancy, however baseless — 
no picture, however shadowy and unreal — to which 
constant and exclusive contemplation will not impart 
a consistence, substiance, and tenacity, sufficient to 
render it unassailable by reason, by experience, and 
almost by the information of the senses. And it can- 
not be doubted that, however inadequate were the 
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original grounds for the belief in a fature state, yet 
when once it was assumed as an article of faith, 
daily meditation would soon inevitably confer upon 
it a fiminess and solidity with which the most 
demonstrable truths of exact science would compete 
in vain. 

Much, and as it appears to us undeserved, stress ia 
laid on the argument derived froln the unequal, and 
apparently unjust, apportionment of human lots. 

A future life, it is said, is needed to redress the 
inequalities of this. But it is evident that this argu- 
ment proceeds upon two assumptions, one of which is 
clearly untenable, and the other at least questionable. 
It assumes that the Presiding Deity is boimd to allot 
an equal portion of good to all his creatures ; that to 
permit the condition of one himian being to be happier 
than that of another, is to perpetrate an injustice, 
— a position for which it is difficult to imagine auy 
rational defence, and which must probably be assigned 
to the unconscious operation of one of the least worthy 
passions of our nature — envy. What possible law can 
that be which shall make it the duty of Him who 
confers his unpurchased gifts ** with a mysterious and 
uncontrollable sovereignty " to mete out to every being 
an equal proportion of his boons ? The very statement 
of the proposition confutes it. All that the creature 
can demand from the justice and the love of his 
Creator, is that he shall not be created for wretched- 
ness — that on the average of his career, happiness 
shall predominate over misery — that existence shalL 
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on the whole, have heen a blessing — or^ what perhaps 
is the same thing, that it shall be fiairly attributable 
to the voluntary fault — the option — of the individual, 
if it be not so. Now, without going so fSeu: as to assert 
that there are not, and never have been, exceptions 
to the general fact that life presents to all a pre- 
ponderating average of enjoyment, we may well 
question whether there are such; we are sure they 
must be incalculably few ; and it is to these excep- 
tional cases only that the argument can have any 
application. 

But are human lots as unequal in the amount of 
happiness they confer as at first sight would appear ? 
It is generally acknowledged that they are not With- 
out wishing to maintain even an apparent paradox ; 
without arguing that the aggregate balance of enjoy- 
ment may not at the end of life be widely different 
with the cultivated and the brutish — ^the intellectual 
and the sensual — the obtuse and the sensitive — ^the 
man who has never known a day's sickness, and the 
man who has never known a day's health — ^the savage 
who lives beset with perils and privations, and the 
noble who lives embosomed in peace and luxury — ^the 
wretched pauper, and the wealthy millionaire — ^the 
man on whom fortune always smiles, and the man on 
whom she always frowns — the man whose children are 
a glory and a blessing, and him to whom they are a 
plague and a reproach — the man who is hated, and 
the man who is loved — the man whose life is a cease- 
less struggle, and' the man whose life is an unbroken 
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sleep ; — ^it is not to be denied that every fresh insight 
we obtain into the secrets of each man's lot, equalizes 
them more and more ; discovers undreamed-of com- 
pensations for good and for evil ; discloses a vigorous 
spirit of enjoyment among the most obviously unfor- 
tunate, and a dark cloud of care brooding over the 
prosperous, which go far to rectify our first hasty judg- 
ment of the inequality of their condition. The inner 
life of every man is hidden from his fellows by a thick 
veil : whenever accident draws this partially aside, are 
we not invariably amazed at the unexpected incon- 
gruities it lays bare ? Are we not on such occasions 
made aware that we are habitually forming the most 
egregiously mistaken estimates of the essential condi- 
tion of those around us ? For myself I can truly say 
that whenever circumstance has made me intimately 
acquainted with the deeper secrets of my fellow-men, 
I have been utterly conifounded at the unlooked-for 
nature of the revelations. Among the lowest I have 
found " seeds of almost impossible good ; " among the 
most virtuous in appearance (and in some respects in 
reality), guilt or frailty that scarcely any evidence 
could make credible ; among the most wretched in 
outward condition, either strange insensibility to sufifer- 
ing, or an inextinguishable spirit of delight ; among 
the most favoured of the children of fortune, some 
iuchoate, or acted, tragedy hanging like a black 
thunder-cloud over their path. 

Compensation is the great law everywhere inscribed 
on the procedures of Nature. It prevails likewise 
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over human destinies even in this life/ not perhaps — 
not probably — altogether to the extent of equalization, 
but to an extent that certainly approaches nearer and 
nearer to this point, the wider our knowledge and the 
deeper our meditation.^ Still, I do not wish to push 
this argument too far : I merely wish to show how in- 
valid a foundation it must be for such a superstructure 
as we build upon it. 

" But the ideal of moral retribution (we are told) 
necessitates a future state. God is a righteous Judge, 
who will recompense virtue and punish sin. In this 
life virtue, we know, often goes without its reward, 
and vice without its punishment : — ^there must there- 
fore be a future life in which these respectively await 
them." Such is the syllogism on which reason most 
relies for the establishment of the Great Tenet. I do 
not dispute the conclusion : — I question the soundness 
of the premisses. 

^ The class whose destiny is by far the most perplexing to the 
thinker, is that whose element, whose atmosphere, whose almost 
necessary condition, we may say, is that of vice ; classes danger" 
euses of large towns, who are bom and bred in squalor and iniquity, 
and never have a chance afforded them to rise out of it. Their in- 
tellect and moral sense are seldom sufficiently developed to afford 
them the compensation these briug to others. The apparently 
hopeless, objectless, noxious existence of these beings, and their 
fearful power of mischief and of multiplication, have always been, 
and still remain to me, " God's most disturbing mystery." Still 
we do not know that, on the whole, even they are miserable. If, 
however, they are, it would rather drive us to the startling conclusion 
that those have most claim on a future life who are least Jit for it — 
that the least intellectual, the least moral, the least spiritual of the 
species, are the surest denizens of Heaven ! 
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It 18 evident that the whole cc^ency of the above 
syllogism depends upon the correctness of the assump- 
tion that virtue and vice are not equitably recompensed 
in this life. It assumes, firsts that we can read the 
heart and the circumstances, and see where virtue and 
vice — merit and demerit — ^really lie ; — and, secondly, 
that we can look into the lot, and discern where there 
is, or is not, retribution; — that guilt and innocence 
are what we deem such, and that Nemesis executes 
no sentences but such as meet our eye. Alas ! for the 
argument that rests on two postulates so disputable 
as these. 

What do we know — what can we predicate — of the 
sinfulness of any fellow-creature 1 Can we say, " this 
man is more guilty than that 1 " or even, " this man 
is very wicked ? " We may, indeed, be able to say, 
** this man has lied, has pilfered, has forged ; and that 
man has apparently gone through life with clean 
hands." But can we say that the first has not strug- 
gled long, though unsuccessfully, against temptations 
imder which the second would have succumbed with* 
out an effort ? We can say which has the cleanest 
hands before man ; — can we say which has the cleanest 
soul before God ? We may be able to say, " this man 
has committed adultery, and that man has never been 
guilty of unchastity ; " — but can we tell that the in- 
nocence of the one may not have been due to the 
coldness of his heart — ^to the absence of a motive — 
to the presence of a fear ? And that the fall of the 
other may not have been preceded by the most vehe- 
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ment self-contest — caused by the most over-mastering 
phrenzy — and atoned for by the most hallowing re- 
pentance ? We know that one man is generous and 
open-handed, and another close, niggardly and stem; 
but we do not know that the generosity of the one as 
well as the niggardliness of the other, may not be a 
mere yielding to native temperament. In the eye of 
Heaven, a long life of beneficence in the one may 
have cost less exertion, and may indicate less virtue, 
than a few rare hidden acts of kindness wrung by 
duty out of the reluctant and unsympathizing nature 
of the other. There may be more real merit — ^more 
self-sacrificing efifort — ^more of the noblest struggles of 
moral grandeur in a life of failure, sin, and shame, 
than in a career, to our eyes, of stainless integrity. 
*' God seeth not as man seeth." Let this be a consol- 
ing thought to the sinner who, black as he may be 
before the world, has yet contrived to keep some little 
light burning in his own soul ; — a humbling and a 
warning thought to many who now walk proudly in 
the sunshine of immaculate fame. 

But do we know even the outside life of men ? Are 
we competent to pronounce even on their deeds ? Do 
we know half the acts of wickedness or of virtue even 
of our most immediate fellows ? Can we say with any 
certainty, even of our nearest friend, " this man has, 
or has not, committed such a sin — broken such a com- 
mandment ? " Let each man ask his own heart. Of 
how many of our best and of our worst acts and qualir 
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ties are our most intimate associates utterly unconscious? 
How many virtues does the world give us credit for 
that we do not possess ? How small a portion of our 
evil deeds and thoughts ever come to light ? Even 
of our few redeeming goodnesses, how large a portion 
is known to (Jod only I Truly, we walk in a vain 
show ! ^ 

When we see one whom we know only as a good 
man overtaken by a strange calamity, we call it a per- 
plexing dispensation. But in the secret recesses of 
that man's heart, perhaps, how well does he feel to 
have deserved it, nay, often, how precisely can he trace 
back the open suflfering to the secret sin ! Sorrow 
and darkness come upon us ; and the World pities us 
and says, " Poor man ! he has little deserved such a 
fate." But we know that if the world knew us as we 
know ourselves, it would deem such fate far too light 
a chastisement for our iniquities. If it be so with 



^ ** Or what if Heaven for once its searching light 
Sent to some partial eye, disclosing all 
The rude, bad thoughts, that in our bosom's night 
Wander at large, nor heed Love's gentle thrall ; 

*' Who would not shun the dreary uncouth place ? 
As if, fond leaning where her infant slept, 
A mother's arm a serpent should embrace ; 
So might we friendless Uve, and die unwept 

** Then keep the softening veil in mercy drawn, 

Thou who canst love us, though Thou read us true.** 

Keble's Chmtian Year, 
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ourselves, may it not be so with others ? Men accus- 
tomed to self-study, and honest with themselves, often 
think their prosperity unmi^rited ; rarely indeed do 
they think their calamities heavier than their demerits; 
— though they may be often at a loss — though it may 
often be impossible — to trace the connection between 
them. 

We are wholly in the dark, then, as to what retri- 
bution is deserved : — we are equally in the dark as to 
what retribution is awarded. We could not tell, if it 
were left to us, where to reward and where to punish: 
— neither can we tell where reward and punishment 
now actually fall, nor in what proportion. The retri- 
bution may be in a man's heart or in his lot In the 
one case we see it not at all — in the other we see it 
very imperfectly. But it is probable that could we 
see even half the retribution that takes place in life, 
the argument we are considering would never have 
arisen. In the weary satiety of the idle — ^in the 
healthy energy of honest labour ; — in the irritable 
temper of the selfish — ^in the serene peace of the 
benevolent \ — in the startling tortures of the Soul 
where the passions have the mastery — ^in the calm 
Elysium which succeeds their subjugation ; — ^may be 
traced materials of retribution sufficient to satisfy the 
severest justice. Deeds and states of mind are their 
own avengers. The consequence of an act is its re- 
ward or punishment. Our actions in the long run 
carry their own retribution along with them. If it 
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were not «o, the arrangements of nature would be at 
fault.^ 

" What did the preacher mean by assuming that 
judgment is not executed in this world ; by saying 
that the wicked are successful, and the good are 
miserable, in the present life ? Was it that houses 
and lands, offices, wine, horses, dress, luxury, are had 
by unprincipled men, whilst the saints are poor and 
despised ; and that a compensation is to be made to 
these last hereafter, by giving them the like gratifica- 
tions another day — ^bank stock and doubloons, venison 
and champagne ? This must be the compensation 
intended, for what else ? Is it that they are to have 
leave to pray and praise ? to love and serve men ? 
why, they can do these now. The legitimate infer- 
ence the disciple would draw, was, ' We are to have 
such a good time as the sinners have now ;' — or, to 
push it to its extreme import, ' You sin now ; we 
shall sin by-and-by ; we would sin now if we could ; 
— ^not being successful, we expect our revenge to- 
morrow.' 

" The fallacy lay in the immense concession that 



^ " Men call the circumstance the retribution. The casual retri- 
bution is in the thing, and is seen by the Soul. The retribution in 
the circumstance is seen by the understanding ; it is inseparable 
from the thing, but is often spread over a long time, and so does 
not become distinct for many years. The specific stripes may 
follow late after the oflFence, but they follow because they accom- 
pany it. Grime and punishment grow out of one stem. Punish- 
ment is a fruit that, unsuspected, ripens within the flower of the 
pleasure that concealed it.*' — Emerson^ Essay iiL 
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tho bad arc guccessful, that justice is not done now. 
The bliudness of the preacher consisted in deferring 
to tho bo^(e estimate of the market of what constitutes 
a manly success, instead of confronting and convicting 
tho world from the truth ; announcing the presence 
of the Soul ; the omnipotence of the will, and so 
OMtabliKhing the standard of good and ill, of success 
and falHchood, and summoning the dead to its present 
tribunal"* 

Our false view of the whole subject arises from the 
liold still possessed over our minds by the old Jewish 
notion, that the good things of this life are the fitting 
and the promised recompense of virtue, — that virtue 
and prosperity, vice and poverty, are linked together 
by tho decrees of divine justice. This imacknow- 
lodged fallacy lies at the root of much of our disap- 
jKiinttnont, and much of our surprise and perplexity at 
the dispensations of Providence. There is much sound 
wisdom on this subject in Mrs Barbauld's Essay on 
" InconHistency in our Expectations ; " still more per- 
haps in Pope's " Essay on Man."^ 

Much reliance is placed upon the assertion that 

I 

1 Emorson'H Eseay on Compensation. 

' *^ But is it not some reproach on the economy of Providence 
that such a one, who is a mean, dirty fellow, should have amassed 
wealth enough to buy half a nation? Not in the least. He made 
himself a mean, dirty fellow for that very end. He has paid his 
health, his conscience, his liberty for it ; and will you envy him 
his bargain ? " — Barbauld, i 187. 

** But sometimes Virtue starves, while Vice is fed : 
What then ? la the reward of Virtue bread f 
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Man possesses faculties which can find no fitting 
aliment, and can attain no adequate development, on 
earth ; and which, therefore, are supposed to indicate 
the necessity of a future scene for their perfection. 
Many of our powers, we are told, do not ripen till the 
close of life ; and reach their acme just as the 
approach of death renders them, if this life be all, of 
no further use to us. It is contradictory to all the 
analogies of nature, it is said, to imagine that Provi- 
dence has bestowed any capacities or desires for which 
an appropriate scope and object have not been 
appointed. I confess I do not appreciate the force of 
this argument ; it appears to me as if its setters-forth 
had satisfied themselves too easily with mere words. 
It is not true that our powers — our active powers at 
least — whether physical or intellectual, reach their 
highest development as life draws to a close. On 
the contrary, they commonly attain their height in 
middle life, and gradually weaken and decay as age 
creeps over the frame. Wisdom, indeed, may be said 
in well-constituted minds to increase to the end of 
life ; but wisdom is but the accumulated inference from 
our experience and our reflection, and will 4aturally 

That, Vice may merit ; 'tis the price of toil ; 
The knave deserves it when he tills the soiL 
The good man may be weak, be indolent ; 
Kor is his claim to plenty, bat content. 
What nothing earthly gives, or can destroy, 
The Soul's calm sun^iine^ and the heartfelt joy, 
Is Virtue's prize,** 

Pope, Essay iv. 
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augment with the perpetual increase of its materials. 
But memory, imagination, the power of acquisition, 
the power of intellectual creation, unquestionably do 
not continue to ripen and strengthen after maturity 
is passed. Nor is it easy to discover what those 
fttculties are, for which this earth may not afiford a 
fitting field and ample occupation. Love, Hope, 
Fancy, are probably the noblest endowments of man's 
moral Being. Cannot Love— even in its richest pro- 
fiision and its tenderest refinements — find adequate 
exercise amid the varied relations of our mortal exist- 
ence, in soothing sorrow, in conferring good, in bright- 
ening all the dark passages of life, and turning earth 
into an anticipated Paradise ? Will any one who has 
once loved a fellow-creature with all the passionate 
energy of an earnest soul, or who has once melted into 
raptiure with genuine gratitude to the God who has 
bestowed such happiness, dare to say that Love finds 
no ample development, and reaps no teeming harvest 
Aere? And Hope; — is not hope the spring of all 
exertion — the origin of all progress — the conferrer of 
all strength — ^along the toilsome and dusty pathways of 
the world ? And can it find no worthy object in the 
dream of what Humanity, through the efforts which it 
stimulates and rewards, may yet become ? And is 
Imagination entitled to complain of the narrow field 
in which it is permitted to expatiate, because Time 
and Space are the allotted limits of its range, so long 
as it has the mighty possibilities of human destiny 
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before it, and Suns and Systems, and Firmaments — 
countless, infinite, inscrutable — above it ? 

''But (it is said) the character, at least, continues 
growing till the end of life, and many of our best 
virtues are the fruit only of the discipline of Life, 
especially humility, forbearance, resignation, and con- 
tentment Shall then existence terminate just when 
the human being is most fitted to appreciate it, to 
understand it, to fulfil its aims ? Is its success to be 
the signal for its extinction ? Is supreme excellence 
to be achieved only to be eclipsed for ever ? Is our 
goal to be our grave?" I feel the weight of these 
considerations^ and have nothing to urge against 
them. 

But in truth all these arguments we have been 
considering are to be taken, not so much as proofs of 
the doctrine of a future life, as proofs of man's resolu- 
tion to hold that doctrine. They are inadequate to 
demonstrate its soundness ; but amply sufficient to 
show that the belief being in man's mind, he knows 
not how nor whence, he is determined to maintain 
it, curious to account for it, anxious to justify it. 
Erroneously conceiving that it must be a product of 
reason, he diligently looks about to discover the 
logical processes which have generated it ; and clings 
to the shallowest crudities rather than surrender (as 
he conceives) the title-deeds of his faith. 

The truth we believe to be, that a future existence 
is, and must be, a matter of information or intuition 
not of inference. The intellect may imagine it, but 
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CDiilii aever have diseovensd it^ and can nerer porove 
it — the Soul mast have revealed it ; most, and does, 
perpetually reveal it. It is a matter which comes 
properly within the cognizance of the Soul ^ — of that 
spiritual i»eniie, to which on soch topics we most look 
for information, as we look to oor bodily senses for 
iaf4}rmation touching the things <^ earth — things that 
lie within their province. We nevar dream ci donbi- 
Log what tkify tell as of the external world, though a 
Berkeley should show us that their teaching is at 
variance with, or indefensible by logic We therefore 
at once cut the Gordian knot by conceding to the 
Soul the privilege of instructing us as to the things of 
i toe If ; — we apply to the spiritual sense for informa- 
tion on spiritual thinga We believe that there is no 
other solution of the question. To the man who dis- 
believes the Soul's existence, this will of course appear 

* *' That a purely historical is as unsatisfactory as a metaphy- 
sical banis for a spiritual doctrine is obyious ; indeed Paul gives 
us cl(.'arly to understand that the future^opes of the soul were to 
bo dijfoemecl by the soul itself, for itself,; and did not depend upon 
man's wisdom, as a question of history does and must. . . . Paul 
may have had more of direct insight into this deepest of subjects 
than the passages quoted denote : God forbid that I should pre- 
siuiiptuously limit the insight enjoyed by his most favoured ser- 
vaiitH. Yet his light docs us little or no good, while it is a light 
oittHido of us; so long we are depending on the soundness of 
I^aiil's faculties. If he in any way confused the conclusions of his 
logic (wliich is often extremely inconsequent and mistaken) with 
the ])erco])tions of his divinely -illuminated soul, our belief might 
prove baMoloBS. Faith by proxy is really no faith at all, and cer- 
tainly is not what Paul would have ever recommended." — Newman 
on the Souly pp. 187-9. 
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an unwarrantable and illogical admission. To him 
the Soul has not spoken. My sources of information 
are unavailable to him. My soul can tell hvm 
nothing. Providence has denied to him a aeTim 
which has been granted to me ; and all the know- 
ledge which comes to me through the avenues of that 
sense must seem foolishness to him. 

The only occasions on which a shade of doubt has 
passed over my conviction of a future existence, have 
been when I have rashly endeavoured to make out 
a case, to give a reason for the faith that is in me, to 
assign ostensible and logical grounds for my belief. 
At such times, and still more when I have heard 
others attempting to prove the existence of a future 
world by arguments which could satisfy no one by 
whom arguments were needed, I confess that a chill 
dismay has often struck into my heart, and a fluctuat- 
ing darkness has lowered down upon my creed, to be 
dissipated only when I had again left inference and 
induction far behind, and once more suflfered the Soul 
to take counsel with itself. 

This appears to, me the only foundation on which 
the belief in a future life can legitimately rest, to 
those who do not accept a miraculous external revela- 
tion. Et tibi magna satis. It is a belief anterior 
to reasoning, independent of reasoning, unproveable 
by reasoning ; and yet as tw logic can demonstrate 
its unsoundness, or can bring more than negative evi- 
dence to oppose to it — I can hold it with a simplicity, 
a tenacity, an undoubting faith, which is never 
IX. S 
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of her patronage or her hostility ; — " asking no leave 
to shine of our terrestrial star/^ 

It is an immense advantage gained, when we have 
discovered and decided that it is not from the logical 
faculty that our knowledge on spiritual topics is to be 
gained. We can then afford to be honest — ^to give 
reason and analysis fair play — ^to shrink from no con- 
clusion, however unwelcome to our speculations, which 
they may force upon us ; for after they have done all 
they can to correct, to negative, to ascertain, we feel 
that their function is critical merely — that our light 
cornea to us from elsewhere. 

There are three points especially of religious belief, 
regarding which intuition (or instinct) and logic are 
at variance — the eflBcacy of prayer, man's free-will, 
and a future existence. If believed, they must be 
believed, the last without the countenance, the two 
former in ispite of the hostility, of logic. Hence the 
belief in them is most resolute, and undoubting the 
nearer men and nations approach to the ivMinctive 
condition} Savages never doubt them; sufferers 

^ This is the idea that lies at the root of Wordsworth's sublimest 
poem — The Ode on the Intimations of Immortality. 

** Heaven lies about ns in our infancy I 
Shades of the prison-house begin to close 

Upon the growing boy, 
But he beholds the light, and whence it flows, 

He sees it in his joy ; 
The youth who daily further from th^ East 

Must travel, still is Nature's Priest, 

And by the vision splendid 

Is on his way attended ; 
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u^^ver doubt them ; men in the exdtement of 
v^h^m^^ot action never doabt them. It is the quiet, 
eveu teuour of comfortable and refined ezist€noe — it 
11$ the 6retn.de, Hie libraay, the arm-<juur that doabt, 
ttjuat question, that speak of darknem, that ask for 
proo&. 

We have ah'eady intimated that we tiiink it ques- 
tionable whether the doctrine of a fatare life has been 
of that practical senrice to mankind, either in kind or 
degree which is commonly assumed. Of its inestim- 
able value, as a consolation to the sorrowing, as a hope 
to the aspiring, as a rest to the weary and heavy- 
laden, it is not ea£y to speak in language strong 
enough for the occasion. But we incline to doubt 
whether it exercises much influence on the actual 
morals of mankind at large — whether, except in 
isolated instances, the expectation of future retribution 
operates strongly to deter from crime or to stimulate 
to virtue.^ And, as we said in the last section, it is 

At length the Man perceives it die away 

And fade into the light of common day." 

« « « « « 

" Mighty Prophet I Seer blest I 
On whom those truths do rest, 
Which we are toiling all our lives to find, 
In darkness lost, the darkness of the grave ; 
Thou, over whom thine immortality 
Droocis like the day, a Master o*er a Slave, 
A Prenonce which is not to be put by ; 
Thou litUe child 1 " 

I ** B\ich romarki, I fear, may be felt as exceedingly painful by 
fhoM wlku aro aocuitomed to regard a fixed logical dogma on this 
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more than doubtful whether the happiness and social 
progress of mankind has not rather been retarded than 
promoted by the doctrine. 

But as to the deep paramount interest of the 
doctrine to every believer, there can be no difference 
of opinion. Speculation as to the nature of that 
strange and new existence, and as to the influence 
which our proceedings here may exert upon our 
position there, cannot fail to engross much of the 
thoughts of the serious mind. On this latter point 
the philosophical Theist and the mere Biblical 
Christian differ less than either is willing to assume. 
Both believe that actually, and by some operation, the 
condition of the Soul oh earth must determine at least 
the outset of its future destiny. The Qiristian con- 
ceives that, by a formal decree of the Most High, the 
virtuous Soul will be assigned to happiness, and the 
vicious Soul to misery. The Theist conceives that 
this precise allotment will result from the very nature 
of the Soul itself. The Christian believes that, as 
each Soul appears before its Maker, it will receive 



snbject to be of first-rate importance, and even of necessity ; but 
a little reflection as to the high tone of spiritual elevation main- 
tained by the Hebrew bards ought to suffice to show that that 
* necessity ' is extremely exaggerated. But this is not all. Need 
we ask what sort of influence the current views exert over the 
irreligious ? Are they less profane for the dreadful doctrine of an 
eternal Hell ? . . . . That a firm belief of immortsJity, arising 
out of insight ^jist have very energetic force, I regard as an axiom ; 
but as an external dogma, I cannot but think that its efficacy is 
prodigiously over-rated." — Newman on the Soul. 
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from BUs lips the dread sentence which will fix it for 
ever on one side or other of that great gulph which 
separates the space where He is from the space where 
He is not. The Theist believes that the quickened 
perceptions, the intensified faculties, the unclouded 
vision, which we imagine as proper to the disembodied 
spirit, will constitute its sure Heaven or its inevitable 
* HelL The one creed is, that the pure, the loving, the 
aspiring Soul, must be happy ; and that the grovelling, 
the tarnished, the malignant Soul, cannot be so. The 
other creed is, that God will pronounce to them this 
irreversible fiat at the last great day. 

We cannot agree with those who say that Earth can 
give us no conception, no foretaste, of the felicities of 
Heaven, How then can we affect honestly to desire it? 
If we could not conceive of it, how could we long for 
it ? And how gan we conceive of it, but from the 
basis of experienced feelings ? " What can we reason 
but from what we know?" Why should we regard 
this life as so wretched and unworthy that the happi- 
ness of Heaven must necessarily be composed of 
distinct ingredients from the happiness of Earth ? 
God made it too. 

That something will yet remain to be superadded — 
something entirely new — in that future existence, I 
can well believa Though God will be — can be — no 
nearer to us there than here — ^yet as our perceptions 
of his presence will be clearer, and our insight into 
his nature incalculably deeper, it may be that at length 
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-when the course of those endless gradations of pro- 



gress through which our spiritual fiaculties will attain 
their full development, we shall have begun to know 
Him with something of the same cognizance with 
which we know our fellow-creatures here — we shall 
learn so to love Him, that that love will absorb into 
itself all the other constituents of the Beatific Life. 
But I can conceive of this only as the result of the 
most ultimate and Seraphic knowledge : to expect it 
soon, or to aflfect it here, seems to me equally irrational 
and insincere. 

It is unreasonable to expect so entire a change in 
the character of the Soul, by the mere event of death, 
as would entitle it, or enable it to enter at once on 
the enjoyment of supreme felicity. With the shuffling 
off this mortal coil, we may indeed hope to lay down 
at once and fpr ever all those temptalions with which 
in this life the senses beset the soul, all that physical 
weakness which has clogged and bounded the exertions 
of the intellect, all that obscurity with which our 
material nature has too often clouded oUr moral vision. 
But that the Spirit which has been angry, narrow, or 
infi[rm here, should suddenly become large, strong, and 
placid there, is a miracle which the analogies of God's 
workings give us no ground to anticipate. We believe 
that according to the goal which each soul has 
reached on earth, will be its starting-point in Heaven 
— that, through long ages of self-elaborating effort, it 
must win its way up nearer and nearer to the Throno 



280 THE CBEED OF CHBISTENDOM. 

of God — and that occupation can never fail, nor 
interest ever flag, even through everlasting being; 
for, infinite as may be its duration, will it not be sur- 
passed by the infinitude of the created universe? 
When we reflect that during a life of seventy years, 
the wisest of the sons of men, though aided by all the 
knowledge that preceding generations have bequeathed 
to them, can penetrate only an insignificant portion of 
the wonders of this little earth, we need not fear that 
Eternity will exhaust the contemplations of him to 
whom will lie open, not only the systems and firma- 
ments we read of and can dimly see, but that larger, 
remoter, more illimitable universe which we cannot 
even dream of here. 

" But the punishments of the next World ? " we 
hear it asked. Well ! is our imagination so poor and 
barren that we can conceive of no adequate and ample 
ones; without having recourse to the figures of the 
worm that dieth not, and the fire that is not quenched? 
Must not a future world in itself — the condition of 
'^spiritual corporeity" alone — bring with it dreadful 
retribution to the wicked, the selfish, and the weak ? 
In the mere fact of their cleared perceptiona, in the 
realization of their low position, in seeing themselves 
at length as they really are, in feeling that all their 
work is yet to do, in beholding all those they loved 
and venerated far before them, away from them, fading 
in the bright distance, may lie, must lie, a torture, a 
purifjdng fire, in comparison with which the representa- 



THE GREAT ENIGMA. 281 

tions of Dante and Milton shrivel into tameness and 
inadequacy. To the base, the sensual, the hard, who 
have no notion of a mental torment, translate these, if 
you will, by the image of a quenchless flame and a 
sulphurous lake ; but seek not to embody such coarse 
and earthly conceptions in the theology of better 
natures. 
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